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INTRODUCTION 


The documents referred to in this book were made available through 
channels within the structure of the American Medical Association by a long 
time and dedicated physician working inside the hierarchy of the A.M.A. 

Being a strong advocate of reform in medicine, this distinguished doctor, 
himself, suffered a great personal loss as a direct result of medical 
malpractice and since has been dedicated to bringing about needed changes 
within the world of medicine to prevent others from experiencing the same. 

Rather than breaking from the establishment, as did one of his close 
colleagues, he decided to work for change within the structure. Being an 
honest physician (there are a few) he could not help but be overwhelmed 
with shock when he came across the documents referred to and contained 
within this book. Working diligently for over two years, he was able to 
compile enough documentation to back his story regarding the A.M.A.’s 
Department of Investigation, H. Doyl Taylor, Oliver Field, William 
Monaghan and the others mentioned in this expose. 

Risking his position at the A.M.A., untold harassment and being 
ostracized by his associates would be the penalties if his activities were 
found out by the medical spies within the A.M.A. Having full knowledge of 
this and being spurred by his own convictions as to what was right, he 
decided to seek help. It wasn’t long before he found it. 

Within the structure of the A.M.A. is a tight knit group of dedicated 
people working to reform the world of medicine. This small, but effective 
band of A.M.A. employees were approached by this troubled physician with 
the documentation in his hand. Knowing that this should be made public, 
but at the same time fearing the loss of his position and the destruction of 
his career, he confided in the “‘medical underground”’ as to what he should 
do. 

Going to the District Attorney was out of the question, as this would 
prematurely expose the work they were still carrying out. The press was also 
ruled out, as most of the newspapers in Chicago are strong allies with the 
AM.A. and would tip off the A.M.A.’s Department of Investigation 
regarding the security leaks they had been looking for over the years. 

So, through the medical underground working within the A.M.A., this 
author received the documents mentioned and contained herein. In 
addition, I personally met with the doctor at his home where he made 
available to me two rooms full of documentation, of which only a drop in 
the bucket is mentioned in this expose. 

His personal opinion was that the American Medical Association bate 
be much better off without a Department of Investigation. “After all,” 
said, “what does that have to do with improving the delivery of health 
services?” He said that the A.M.A. should clean house, that if they didn’t it 
would be cleaned for them. “The integrity of every physician in the nation 
is at stake,” he said. 

He stated that it was no easy task compiling the documentation he had 
obtained, especially with the security guards checking every employee's 
briefcase, and having to pass another inspection before leaving his own 
department — prior to checking out with the security guards at the exits. 
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This borders on the unbelievable, but is true. 

Having only the interest of the public in mind, the documentation was 
made available for publication by this dedicated physician and his other 
A.M.A. associates. Keeping in mind that their work is still being carried out, 
there is no mention of their names or their positions for reasons you will 
understand. 

The doctor and his associates told this author that upon publication of 
this manuscript their work would be made much more difficult, but said 
they would continue. The doctor also mentioned that he would continue to 
encourage his fellow colleagues at the A.M.A. to work to disband the 
AM.A.’s Department of Investigation so they could then get on with the 
business at hand — to improve the health care services being delivered to the 
public. 

This manuscript, then, is presented in the public interest and its sole 
purpose is to bring to light, for the first time, the undisclosed, hidden and 
secret activities of the A.M.A.’s Department of Investigation. 

As the doctor stated to this author, “If there is truly any justice in this 
nation, it lies in the hearts of the people. I hope they will see the light when 
they read your book. It’s for them, it’s about them, and I have a great deal 
of trust in the people that they will do something about this.” 
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Chapter One 
THE MEDICAL GOVERNMENT 


Chapter One 
THE MEDICAL GOVERNMENT 


What you are about to read is not fiction. It is not the inside story of the 
rise of the Third Reich, nor is it a figment of a fanatic’s fantasy of a 
Communist conspiracy to take over America. What it is, is truth, fully 
documented, of how the powerful American Medical Association (AMA) is 
going about doing away with one of the less powerful professions in the 
healing arts, chiropractic. 

Behind the closed, guarded doors of the AMA headquarters.there is an 
elite and secretive group of men who have worked with the diligence, 
tenacity, shrewdness and deceit of the KGB, Gestapo and the CIA 
combined. This book is a chronological, historical, factual outline of this 
medical government’s scheme and activities concerned with misleading the 
public and legislators in their attempts to do away with chiropractors. 

Why are they giving misinformation to the public and legislators with 
regards to the merits of the chiropractic profession? Are the medical doctors 
of this great country the only true healers in matters of individual health? 
Why are they squashing other practitioners in the healing arts who do not 
comply with the rules set down by their fascist dictatorship? 

Is what everyone thinks true, that the AMA is a monopoly in the field of 
health? Why is it that the AMA is attempting to take away the individual's 
right to freedom of choice? 

Dr. Walter Bornemier, President of the AMA, in a speech given to the 
Royal Society of Medicine in London, England, said, “It (the AMA) permits 
free choice of physician by every patient . . . and free choice by every 
physician as to how he will practice.” If this is true, why the mounted 
attack against other practitioners? 

To understand how they are doing this, I will first outline very simply 
the intricate and complex network within the structure of the AMA (only 
surpassed by the structure of the Federal Government, but with many 
similarities). 

First, the AMA has a membership of over 200,000 physicians from all 
over the United States. These men are then represented by some 1,900 
local, county, state and regional medical societies. Some 250 physicians 
govern the AMA from its House of Delegates. They have 55 working 
committees staffed by 800 volunteers, with a budget of 34 million dollars 
(these figures are for 1971). The headquarters building in Chicago on North 
Dearborn Street houses 1,000 employees and takes up one full block in the 
Windy City. As the Executive Vice President, Dr. Richard S. Wilbur said, 
“The AMA is big by any standard.” Big indeed, they are the largest medical 
body in the world. One of their offshoots is the prestigious World Medical 
Association and it is still supported by the AMA. The doctor goes on to say, 
“I would defy anyone to mention a health matter that doesn’t come under 
the jurisdiction of one of our committees.” 

The honorable doctor speaks the truth. Under the President’s and 
Executive Vice President’s office there are assistants; the Director of the 
Bureau of Budgets and Control and the Center for Health Services, Research 


1 


and Development — alike to the Department of HEW. And as does every 
government agency, the AMA has an Office of the General Counsel. 

Directly under the jurisdiction of the Executive Vice-President’s Office 
are seven main divisions: Scientific Activities; Publications; Education; 
Public Affairs; Medical Practice; Communication; and Management Services. 

Under these are some 110 separate committees, joint committees, 
councils, commissions, advisory committees and liaison committees. The 55 
working committees all work through the Communication Division, so as to 
keep all committees informed of any pertinent data which might have to do 
with another committee. Some of these often resemble government 
committees. For instance they have a Judicial Council. No doubt this 
council’s purpose is to keep the members informed with up-to-date 
information regarding pending cases and litigation going on in the US. 
which involve physicians in court battles, or perhaps it is set up to act as an 
advisory council to judges throughout the United States. 

The Council on National Security of the AMA sounds like something out 
of a James Bond Spy book, or something that is attached to the White 
House. The activities of some of the AMA interorganizational departments 
and divisions also take on the color of a James Bond activity. This may 
account for the armed guard who is stationed inside the headquarters 
building of the AMA. On the other side of the revolving door, sitting behind 
his desk, a guard screens the public coming in off the street. If you don’t 
have an appointment with someone in the building it would be impossible 
to get past the guard. If you do have an appointment, that person has to 
meet you in the lobby — where the guard can see the meeting take place — 
and then you are escorted to your destination. One would think he was in 
the Central Intelligence Agency headquarters building — not a medical one. 

Even the employees who work there have to be screened in the morning 
before they set foot on the elevator to go to their desks. They must all wear 
identification badges with their pictures and other pertinent information 
and are required to present these to the guard for his inspection before he 
allows them to pass. 

Perhaps it isn’t just the activities of the AMA’s departments that calls for 
such fascist security, but the files contained in that building concerning 
their activities. This might account for the armed guards stationed in the 
rear of the building monitoring a television screen as employees leave the 
building for the parking lot when the day is finished. With this type of 
security one wonders what might be hidden behind this elaborate and 
paranoid setup. 


THE THINK TANK, the birth of 


The interrelationship of the network of committees within the AMA is 
never ending. New committees are created especially to disseminate the 
AMA’s views to the world. One such creation is the Committee on 
Quackery, which is of primary significance to this book. Back in 1847 when 
the AMA was formed there was no such committee to combat the 
charlatans of that period, even though this was one of the AMA’s original 
purposes. So finally, 116 years later, on November 2-3, 1963, the AMA’s 
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Board of Trustees created a Committee on Quackery. As will later be 
detailed, this Committee would more suitably be named the Merchants of 
Misinformation. Dr. John G. Thomson of Des Moines, Iowa, was its first 
chairman. His secretary was Robert A. Youngerman of the AMA 
headquarters staff. Dr. Henry I. Fineborg of the New York State Society 
was a founding member along with Dr. Joseph P. O’Conner of Pasadena, 
California, Dr. Joseph A. Sabatier, Jr. of Baton Rouge, Louisiana, and Dr. 
Frederick R. Scroggin of Dry Ridge, Kentucky. 

Today only Drs. Fineborg and Sabatier (its present Chairman) have 
remained on the Committee through the years. The Committee has, 
however, increased in size over the years. Included within the Committee 
are Dr. Ballantine of Boston, Massachusetts, Dr. Denser of Des Moines, 
Iowa, Dr. Stevens of Lexington, Kentucky, and Doyl Taylor, the only 
non-medical committee member and its secretary. 

Mr. Taylor is a stern-looking man in his fifties, who dresses conservatively 
and has the mannerism of a dedicated, secretive diehard employee of a 
government intelligence agency. With these qualities, he is worthy of his 
title: Director of the Department of Investigation of the American Medical 
Association. The Committee on Quackery has at its disposal and working 
within its structure, the vast facilities of Mr. Taylor’s department. This 
Department of Investigation not only sounds like a government intelligence 
agency, it operates like one. They have unlimited sources of information 
available at their fingertips, on subjects ranging from acupunture, vitamin 
and nutritional food stores, health food stores and their operators, religions, 
to practitioners in the healing arts such as chiropractors and many more. All 
or most of the information this department has gathered has been through 
their field operatives and agents, or as Taylor calls them, members of his 
field service. 

The Committee on Quackery is staffed by the Department of 
Investigation so as to keep the members in tune with the latest reports from 
the field service. Mr. Oliver Field, Bill Monaghan, Bob Youngerman, Phyllis 
Dieball, Betty Jane Anderson, Diane Jacobs and Rita Scholtz have all 
participated in the Committee’s activities and meetings over the seven years 
of its existence. Members of the field service have played a big part in 
supplying information to the Department of Investigation and to the 
Committee. Over the years these agents have contributed information in the 
form of pamphlets, booklets and educational materials obtained by 
attending meetings of groups and organizations of which they pretended to 
be a part. The purpose of such gathering of information was to use this data 
against the group or individual they were investigating. To understand the 
reason for all this secretive activity one would have to understand the 
purpose of the Committee on Quackery. 

With the Board of Trustees voting the creation of such a committee in 
November, 1963, it wasn’t until five months later on April 17, 1964, that 
the Committee on Quackery held its first organizational meeting. With its 
founding members all present, the purpose of the Committee was agreed 
upon. In their first Annual Report, 1964-1965, it was noted that the 
Trustees established the Committee to “direct its attention to a study of the 
chiropractic problem.” 

It would appear that the 30 billion dollars the American Public spends 
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annually on medicine and health care isn’t enough for the Board of 
Trustees. The 200,000 members of the AMA get their fair share with some 7 
billion dollars being divided amongst themselves to make an average salary 
for each of over $35,000 per year. And the AMA and its members would do 
even better if some portions of the healing arts were done away with. This 
would then direct money from these outlawed practitioners into the hands 
of the AMA and its members. So practitioners in the healing arts who are 
“outside the scientific community” (sic) present a “problem” to those in it. 

Through selected documents, it became readily apparent that “a study of 
the chiropractic problem” was a cover up for the true intended purpose of 
the Committee on Quackery. In a memo dated January 4, 1971, directed to 
the Board of Trustees, Doyl Taylor, acting as Secretary of the Committee 
on Quackery stated, “Since the AMA Board of Trustees’ decision, at its 
meeting on November 2-3, 1963, to establish a Committee on Quackery, 
your Committee has considered its prime mission to be, first, the 
containment of chiropractic and, ultimately, the elimination of 
chiropractic.’ (Emphasis added) 

How they would bring this about was decided at that first meeting in 
Chicago in April of 1964. The Committee had given preliminary 
consideration to the scope of the chiropractic profession and its operation 
thus giving them a better understanding of what areas they would have to 
attack. Their targets were laid out at this meeting as outlined in the Annual 
Report, 1964-1965. The areas with which the Committee had concerned 
itself were: ‘“‘attempts by chiropractors to gain hospital staff privileges; 
attempts by chiropractors to be included in insurance and workmen’s 
compensation programs; chiropractic advertising; and special emphasis on a 
study of chiropractic education.” In an all out effort the Committee on 
Quackery, with misinformation supplied by Taylor’s Department of 
Investigation, put together literature and saturated state medical societies, 
state boards of medical examiners, individual physicians, all news media, 
educators, state legislators, other interested persons and organizations and 
the general public, thus setting about to accomplish their stated mission .. . 
the elimination of chiropractic. 


*...and Ye shall go amongst them and deliver the Truth.” 


The means to accomplish their mission were many, but the first order of 
the day was to condition other members of AMA committees and councils 
and align them against the profession of chiropractic. One way they set 
about doing this was transcribed in their first Annual Report: ‘The 
Committee has recommended to each state medical society that 
corresponding committees on quackery be formed on the local level so 
proper coordination of activities at the local, state and national levels may 
be accomplished.” More than forty states complied to the Committee’s 
request and set up shop channeling the Mother Committee’s misinformation 
into the community. It became apparent that an_ intraprofessional 
“educational” (brainwashing) campaign against chiropractic was of prime 
importance because the Committee found that some presidents of state 
medical societies were not aligned with the Committee’s mission. As Taylor 
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so aptly put it in a January 4, 1971 memo to Bernard Hirsch, Director of 
the Office of General Council, “The involvement (and indoctrination) of 
State Medical Society leadership, in our opinion, is vital to the success of 
the chiropractic program.” Taylor did indeed succeed in his program to 
indoctrinate the leaders of State Medical Societies and align them against 
chiropractors. He went on to delcare, “We hope and believe that, with 
continued ageressive AMA activity, chiropractic can and will be contained at 
the national level and that steps are being taken to stop or eliminate the 
licensure of chiropractic at the state level.” He outlined his success by 
stating, “The comment of one state executive perhaps best summarizes the 
success of the meeting: ‘You have fires burning in the states now that no 
one can put out’.” (Emphasis added) 

From the minutes of the Committee’s January 22, 1970 meeting it was 
discovered that the Think Tank had devised still another means to carry out 
their plan of indoctrination. It was reported that a “discussion was held 
about the Task Force on Chiropractic, appointed from the AMA staff to 
give emphasis to the campaign on chiropractic. It was pointed out that the 
Task Force is an administrative move designed to utilize in the most 
effective manner the AMA staff members in various divisions.”” Thus 
through the newly created Task Force, the Committee on Quackery and its 
merchants of misinformation would then leak their ideas and schemes into 
the other divisions of the AMA as part of their master plan to indoctrinate 
their own members. With the planning, organization, coordination and 
resources of a Nazi intelligence agency the Committee went about their 
mission. The Committee’s influence affected the AMA’s Law Division, 
Communication Division, Division of Medical Practice and Division of 
Health Services. In addition, the Committee directly influenced the AMA’s 
Council on Legislative Activities, the Department of Community Health & 
Health Education, the Section on Physical Medicine & Rehabilitation, as 
well as the Committee on Health Care to the Poor and the AMA’s Liaison 
Committee to the American Bar Association. The interrelationship of the 
Committee on Quackery and the others clearly shows what influence the 
Think Tank had upon those others. Following are examples of how these 
committees and councils within the AMA have been truly indoctrinated by 
the merchants of misinformation. 


In 1964 the Committee devised methods for influencing the educational 
field throughout the United States. The Committee recruited Miss Wallace 
Ann Wesley of the Department of Community Health & Health Education. 
Acting in her capacity as Secretary and AMA Liaison of the Joint 
Committee on Health Problems in Education of the National Educational 
Association (NEA) and the AMA, she introduced the Think Tank’s 
propaganda to the NEA. Presented to the NEA and passed as a resolution of 
that association under the title of ‘Consumer Education” was the 
incorporation of the AMA’s resourceful arsenal of pamphlets and 
propaganda on chiropractic. So it was “resolved that the resource units 
currently being developed under the sponsorship of the American Medical 
Association on consumer education and health be widely distributed and 
utilized in the nation’s schools.” 

The following year, on Feburary 7, in a private dining room at the 
Palmer House Hotel in Chicago, further plans were discussed concerning the 
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influence of our nation’s young minds through the educational field. Mr. 
Youngerman, Secretary of the Committee on Quackery, presented a journal 
published by the chiropractors which he had obtained through his 
“sources.”’ It revealed a plan where the chiropractors were going to send 
their chiropractic literature out to guidance counselors in an honest effort 
to recruit young people into their profession. Foreseeing how he could 
counteract and prevent any student from ever choosing chiropractic as a 
career, Youngerman again contacted Miss Wesley of the AMA’s Department 
of Community Health & Health Education. She in turn whole-heartedly 
agreed that students shouldn’t be recruited by chiropractic and informed 
the Committee that she would contact the National Guidance Counselors 
Association concerning this matter. Not letting an opportunity pass by, 
Taylor moved in. In the minutes of this meeting, Taylor reported that the 
new convert, Miss Wesley, would see to it that 10,000 pieces of AMA 
propaganda would be distributed to educators and especially guidance 
counselors in the nation. 

Miss Wesley’s work didn’t stop there. Again, three years later in 1968, 
the AMA’s influence was felt in the nation’s schools when Edward Miloff, 
NEA Staff Liaison of the Joint Committee on Health Problems in Education 
of the NEA and the AMA, passed on to the NEA officers and staff a memo 
encouraging the use of propaganda which the AMA’s Committee on 
Quackery had filtered into the school system. Miloff stated, “‘It is hoped 
that in your educational activities and publications you will be able to use 
and publicize them to good advantage.” Miloff explained to the officers and 
staff of the NEA that the educational and medical professions were joined 
in the effort to provide every boy and girl the chance to succeed in school 
and life. What he didn’t explain was that by disseminating the AMA’s 
slanted and biased publications, every boy and girl in the nation’s schools 
would never have the opportunity to a free choice regarding the chiropractic 
profession as a career. In the years to come this denial of freedom of choice 
would be reinforced through the continuing influence of the Committee on 
Quackery. 

One of the most lucrative areas of which the Committee makes use is 
that of publications coming from the AMA headquarters. The AMA News 
and the Journal of the American Medical Association (JAMA) go out to the 
membership, medical societies, hospitals and the like so they both get very 
wide distribution in the community. In September of 1966, the Committee 
on Quackery reported that the AMA News and the Journal of the American 
Medical Association (JAMA) have continued in their cooperation and 
relationship with the Department of Investigation concerning what the 
Committee refers to as “the chiropractic problem.” Many articles have been 
published in these two AMA publications regarding the chiropractors and 
each one has had the underlining tone of the Committee on Quackery’s view 
that chiropractic is an evil and dangerous cult which must be eliminated, the 
views of these warped few being passed on to over % million subscribers of 
these two AMA publications. 

On page nine, in the minutes of the same meeting, it was reported that 
the Committee had successfully liaisoned with the Department of Hospitals 
and Medical Facilities of the AMA. This department had planned on 
publishing a newsletter which would be distributed to hospital medical staff 
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throughout the country, reaching tens of thousands of people. The 
Committee on Quackery had done it again. The merchants of 
misinformation got that department to agree to insert anti-chiropractic data 
coming from Taylor’s committee, into their newsletter from time to time. 
In their never ending campaign of indoctrination, the Committee on 
Quackery and Taylor’s Machiavellian Think Tank has succeeded in 
contaminating the medical minds in this country with their misinformation 
on chiropractic. 

Later on that same year, on October 19, 1966, a memorandum left the 
desk of H. Doyl Taylor, went through the desk of Bernard Hirsch, Director 
of the Law Division, and into the hand of Jim Reed of the Communication 
Division. Taylor said in his memo, “One of the most effective weapons yet 
found in our education program,” (in another memo he had called it 
‘indoctrinating’), “is the slidefilm documentary prepared by Joseph A. 
Sabatier, Jr.. M.D., a member of the Committee on Quackery (now its 
chairman), and this department.” Taylor goes on to say, ““We have exploited 
this to the fullest, by circulation of sets of the slides with Dr. Sabatier’s 
taped narrative.” 

Taylor in his cunning way went a step further and explained that he and 
Sabatier had conferred with the Director of the Radio, Television and 
Motion Picture Department. At this meeting they discussed the possibility 
of professionally producing a 30 minute sound film and presenting it 
through a film distribution service so as to get extensive TV coverage and to 
further indoctrinate the public. Taylor went on to describe other ways to 
get this propaganda to the public: “If such a film were properly produced 
and made available to local medical and civic groups, it would be timely for 
an indefinite number of years . . .”” This, of course, as Taylor describes it, is 
only one of their weapons. 

On January 6, 1967, at a meeting held at 9:00 a.m. in Parlor F of the 
Drake Hotel in Chicago, another of Taylor’s brainstorms was uncovered. 
The Committee on Quackery had invited Dr. Martin, Vice Chairman of the 
Section on Physical Medicine and Rehabilitation of the AMA, to attend this 
secret meeting in an effort to further indoctrinate and thus align other 
groups outside the AMA against chiropractors. He was invited under the 
guise of speaking on the art of manipulation in physical medicine and how it 
applies to chiropractors. Taylor must have been quite surprised when he 
heard Dr. Martin express his opinion as a physician that chiropractic 
techniques were similar to those used by physicians with regards to the use 
of manipulative therapy. This would never do, so Taylor went about 
reconditioning Dr. Martin on chiropractic. It took some doing but again the 
Think Tank succeeded by realigning the doctor’s thoughts to those of the 
Committee. Taylor must have sat back in his chair with the insane pride and 
mad gleem that Dr. Frankenstein had upon the completion of his monster. 
When he unleashed his creation, the “new” Dr. Martin took the floor and 
announced he was “sure the two National Physical Medicine organizations 
would support the Committee on Quackery in its action on chiropractic.” 

Taylor kept busy at his task. A little later that year he discussed with 
Bernard P. Harrison, head of the Division of Medical Practice, tactics on 
how the AMA could prevent chiropractic coverage under Title 19 Medicare 
on a state level. In a memo dated September 25, 1967, to Bernard Hirsch, 
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Director of the Law Division, Taylor indicated he was successful in getting 
Harrison to include this plan in the agenda for the Atlanta meeting of the 
Council on Legislative Activities (CLA). The Committee on Quackery 
suggested this be timed so as to further strengthen the AMA’s position 
against chiropractic and present the Committee’s slanted view to a proposed 
government survey on chiropractic, thus influencing the survey with 
misinformation on the subject. Taylor and crew again made good use of 
another of the AMA’s network of committees and councils, this one with 
strong connections in government. 

In a similar maneuver two years later, the Committee on Quackery along 
with its Machiavellian Think Tank, the Department of Investigation, 
influenced yet another very powerful group. Using the AMA’s Liaison 
Committee to the American Bar Association, Taylor and his subordinates 
held a closed door meeting on June 18, 1969. With ample ammunition he 
shrewdly fired away and firmly convinced those committee members that 
chiropractors were lacking in training and background to enable them to act 
as medical witnesses in personal injury cases in a court of law. As clever as a 
political candidate looking for influencial backers, Taylor succeeded in his 
endeavor to enlist the aid of this powerful committee. He got them to urge 
the American Bar Association to make a study of chiropractors in order to 
limit their qualifications in a court of law. After the meeting, Irvin 
Hendryson, Chairman of the Liaison Committee to the American Bar 
Association, sent a memo to the Executive Vice President, Dr. Howard, 
saying, “The Committee voted to make this recommendation to the ABA 
Section on Insurance, Negligence and Compensation Law.’’ Thus the Think 
Tank had completed its attempt to align the very influential ABA with the 
AMA against the chiropractors. 

Legislators are one of the more effective areas which have been 
bombarded by the ever flowing propaganda from the AMA’s arsenal. Their 
Council on Legislation interrelates with other committees when a push for a 
particular act, bill or proposed piece of legislation is to be backed by the 
AMA or squashed through their powerful lobby in Washington, D.C. (In 
1965, they spent 1.2 million dollars, an amount 10 times larger than the 
second largest lobby, the AFL-CIO.) For the past seven years this 
committee has worked to squash legislation having to do with health care 
from which people would benefit through chiropractic care. 

Still another of their weapons, aiding in the influence of legislation, is the 
Department of Investigation’s own publications. However, legislators are not 
the only ones at whom they aim these weapons. On August 15, 1969, 
Taylor sent a confidential memo to Chris Theodore, Director of the Division 
of Health Services. He said, ““A sampling of the Department’s publications, 
aimed at all health care consumers, is attached.” This propaganda was in 
turn handed down to the Committee on Health Care of the Poor so as to get 
it into the hands and heads of the poor and elderly in America, to further 
indoctrinate them. (Emphasis added) 

In all, the Committee on Quackery has been very effective in 
indoctrinating first other AMA members and groups, and through them 
other organizations throughout the United States. This has been made 
possible largely through the Department of Investigation of the AMA, 
whose activities, incidentally, are not limited to an attack against 
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chiropractors. In an area unrelated to chiropractic, Doyl Taylor, in his 
Annual Report for 1 July 1970 to 30 June 1971, unveils a heretofore 
unknown function of his secretive Department of Investigation. On page 
five of his report, he explains the screening facilities at headquarters (it is 
likely they have an information computer similar to ones used by 
government intelligence agencies). Taylor cites as an example that 16,958 
hospital staff applicants and 14,426 licensure applicants were screened. He 
goes on to say, “This expanding program is being carried out with the 
cooperation of the Circulation and Records Department.” In addition, the 
AMA has access to computer records on every American who applied for 
Medicare or Medicaid in an effort to “keep an eye on things.” (sic) So 
remember, the next time you enter a drug store to fill a prescription, your 
name, address, nature of illness and so forth may end up in the memory 
bank of a computer somewhere, for future use. 


The Committee's “Evidence” 


One would think the Committee on Quackery’s campaign must be based 
on substantial evidence against chiropractic for them to carry on in such a 
revengeful manner. An examination of the candid opinions and thoughts of 
the individual members of the Committee concerning chiropractic would 
prove interesting. Judging from the information which follows, the private 
opinions of the Committee’s members indicate a strange dichotomy. 

More than one year after the founding meeting, the Committee held 
another meeting. At 9:00 a.m., May 21, 1965, the meeting was called to 
order in Room M-16 of the Drake Hotel in Chicago. In addition to the four 
committee members residing, there were six people from Taylor’s 
department, a representative from the AMA News and one from the Office 
of the General Counsel. As the meeting progressed, the Chairman, Dr. 
Thomsen, introduced Dr. Richard A. Elmer. Dr. Elmer had been assigned to 
gather evidence against the chiropractic profession. He went about this 
project by covertly attending a symposium held by the American 
Chiropractic Association. After Dr. Thomsen finished the introduction and 
his commendation of Dr. Elmer for his work on the project, the doctor took 
the floor. The minutes revealed that the following took place: “Dr. Elmer 
answered a variety of questions, and commented that a big problem was 
documenting our position to the public with substantial proof.” He went on 
to express his opinion that “the chiropractors are very shrewd.” Perhaps he 
was implying that the chiropractors were keeping their technology a secret 
in some broom closet. With over 12 chiropractic colleges in the United 
States and 20,000 chiropractors licensed in the country, it is evident that 
the chiropractic profession is operating above the boards. They have an 
open-door policy through these colleges for candidates applying for a career 
in their profession. None of these schools have elaborate security setups 
with armed guards, screening and guards monitoring TV sets, as does the 
AMA headquarters. Who is hiding what? 

Dr. Elmer felt that the Committee was in a very difficult position 
because ‘“‘we do not have this documented proof that what they are doing is 
wrong.” 


In a paper presented at a National Health Council meeting on November 
3, 1967, Dr. Sabatier said “that chiropractic now enjoys the dignity of 
licensure in 48 of the 50 states.” He pointed out that in every state where 
licensure has been obtained there have been restrictive measures which do 
not permit chiropractors the use of drugs or surgery. This would have little 
effect, if any, on the profession of chiropractic, as they do not employ 
surgery in their practice and they leave the use of drugs to their pill-pushing 
compatriots at the AMA. Dr. Sabatier went on to justify the states’ licensure 
of chiropractic by stating it “can only be interpreted as a valid attempt on 
the part of these respective legislative bodies to control rather than to 
endorse this group.” 

At a meeting of the Committee held on September 7, 1966, Dr. Thomsen 
stated that he thought “the Committee on Quackery should not be placed 
in the position of condemning everything the chiropractors do.” The 
doctor‘s lack of enthusiasm in attacking chiropractors may account for the 
reason he is not presently on that Committee. Or perhaps his knowledge 
that the Committee lacked sufficient “scientific proof’ to back their 
slanderous campaign, instilled a guilt complex which lead to his departure. 

Regardless of the fact that no scientific proof existed, the merchants of 
misinformation continued their mission. The United States does not hold a 
monopoly on receiving the propaganda dished out by the Committee. In 
Canada, the Province of Quebec conducted a study into the merits of 
chiropractic to determine if licensure should be issued to them. A Royal 
Commission was set up and upon completion of the study a report was 
released. The report was written by a reputable member of the Superior 
Court, the Honorable Justice Gerard Lacroix. 

The AMA boys quickly took the report and twisted it, distorted the facts 
and contrary to the intention of the author of the report which was in 
favor of licensure of chiropractic in that Province, the AMA News painted a 
dismal picture of the chiropractic profession in Quebec and how it stood in 
the light of the government report. 

Justice Lacroix upon reading the January 30, 1967 article quickly 
dispatched a letter to the editor of the AMA News Mr. Marvin L. Rowlands. 
The letter did not hide the fact that the Justice was enraged at what that 
publication did with his report. The AMA News said that the report 
indicated that Chiropractic was only gibberish. The Justice fired away by 
saying in his second paragraph, “The title given to this article is absolutely 
inaccurrate and I may add unfair.” The Justice went on to say, ““The report 
as such, nowhere expressed the view that Chiropractic is ‘only gibberish’.” 
With no holds barred he continued, “I cannot understand how you come to 
use this expression the way you did in the title of your article as having 
been used by me.” Justice Lacroix recognized the tactics being employed by 
the AMA and stated, “Furthermore, the excerpts you have quoted from my 
report are deliberately set up to build a case against someone.” There is 
little doubt who the “someone”’ is. He continues, “but in no way do they 
even try to show the real meaning of the report; you do not even mention 
my conclusions and recommendations.” 

Justice Lacroix’s reaction to the misinformation and distortion of the 
truth was best summarized when he said, “I am really sorry to see that you 
have used this report in such a manner, instead of giving an accurate and 
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objective comment on its content, but further I am astounded to see that 
the AMA which is known as an organization of very high standard should 
allow and tolerate such a publication and procedure.” 

Time and time again the AMA’s merchants of misinformation have 
subverted the truth for their own fascist ends. Using these tactics to “‘build 
up a case” against Chiropractic they have taken objective reports, studies 
and individual opinions in favor of chiropractic and reversed them into what 
appears to be anti-chiropractic views coming from many “non-medical” 
sources. Done enough, this tactic would give the appearance that 
“everybody knows that chiropractic is an unscientific cult.”’ 

The Chinese employed this technique to overthrow a regime or fight an 
enemy which was threatening their survival. First they would plant 
misinformation on their enemies in many different areas, then they would 
have an office set up to handle these reports. This office would then take 
these “multiple reports” and tell the people that reports are coming in from 
all over and everyone knows that such and such is an enemy of the people. 
In this fashion they would brainwash their own people and thus align them 
against “the enemies of the State.” 

For hundreds of years intelligence agencies have incorporated this tactic 
into their operations. The CIA, KGB and the British MI-6 all make good use 
of this technique throughout the world today. (This has also been used by 
political parties to eliminate political foes.) The idea is to fill the files with 
these reports and release them in the form of slanted articles in publications 
and plant this misinformation into other organizations and groups; they in 
turn print this propaganda in their publications. This all gets out into the 
community with the expected result that the “authorities” must be right, 
thus aligning the people against what appears to be the enemy, in this case 
chiropractic. 

Taking these reports, articles and opinions and cleverly slanting them, 
they then become what you can call evidence. The Committee on Quackery 
resorts to these tactics in building a case against the Chiropractic profession. 
As Dr. Elmer indicated earlier, the Committee was in a very difficult 
position because they did not have documented proof that what the 
chiropractors are doing is wrong, so they went ahead and manufactured 
their own. 

In his speech to the National Health Council in 1967, Dr. Sabatier said 
that chiropractic claims and approach to their treatment is based on no 
scientific evidence. He said that the chiropractors lacked proper education 
“and almost total lack of accurate appropriate health information.” Since 
the doctor neglected to present any documented proof to his audience to 
back these charges, perhaps he expected the group to take his word. With 
enough personal appearances to outside groups the Committee’s members 
could lecture across the country and in this fashion, along with their 
manufactured propaganda, show that Chiropractic has been ‘proven wrong 
by overwhelming scientific proof.” 

Back when Dr. Elmer reported his “inside’’ study of chiropractics to the 
Committee in 1965, he said, “that they (chiropractors) do read many things 
in their X-rays accurately.” He also stated that “When they talk about the 
spine, in most cases, their observations are correct.”” The doctor should 
know being an expert in the field of radiological medicine and a spokesman 
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for the American College of Radiology. So, even after the Committee went 
through the trouble of planting an expert into a scientific symposium on 
chiropractic to gather evidence, they couldn’t come up with anything which 
documented their charges against chiropractic. All their spy could come up 
with was his opinions, which sided with the techniques the chiropractors 
employed in their profession. 

However Dr. Elmer did express one critical opinion about his mission. He 
said that he “‘did observe that their (chiropractic) conclusions in most cases 
do not logically follow their observations.” 

Not letting a chance go by to make a mountain out of a mole hill, the 
Committee’s wheels went into action. Snatching up this opportunity the 
Think Tank mushroomed this one critical statement by their expert into 
factual evidence and scientific proof that chiropractic was an unscientific 
cult. 

Oliver Field, of the Department of Investigation, popped up and in 
turning Dr. Elmer’s opinion into a scientific study, said, “It deserves 
national exposure as a valuable work of clinical experience.’ Thus, in a 
closed door meeting on the 21st of May, 1965, the Committee 
manufactured a “scientific breakthrough” to be used in their case against 
the Chiropractic profession. What was to follow at this meeting would have 
a great impact on the leaders and workers of the health care community in 
the United States as well as the public. 

Immediately, plans were discussed to exploit the Committee’s new piece 
of manufactured madness. It was suggested that this masterpiece of a 
not-so-scientific study be published in the radiological journal. Someone 
mentioned that the Journal of the AMA, because of its national prestige and 
wide distribution, should publish the Committee’s report. 

Mr. Throckmorton, of the Office of the General Counsel, could not hold 
back his mounting enthusiasm and blathered out that the report be 
published in the AMA’s publication, Today’s Health. 

There was no stopping it now, the giant Think Tank’s wheels were in 
motion. The plans were laid down to exploit Dr. Elmer’s opinions to the 
fullest. Right before his eyes he sat and observed his opinions, which on the 
whole sided with the validity and merit of chiropractic, being turned against 
them and his one critical statement mushroomed way out of proportion 
into “scientific evidence” to be made into a Committee report for wide 
distribution. 

Observing this, Dr. Elmer must have been humbly exasperated and 
humiliated when he stood up in this den of madness to give his closing 
remarks. As was recorded in the minutes of that meeting, it would appear 
that he was overwhelmed with frustration and probably at a loss for words 
when all he could come up with for a closing remark to his audience was, 
“that in his opinion, the quality of the pictures (X-rays) exhibited at the 
(Chiropractic) symposium were excellent.’’ Finished with what he could 
say, the doctor then gave the floor to Dr. Thomsen. 

Addressing Dr. Elmer, Thomsen thanked him for his “excellent report” 
and commented “that it had been very illuminating and helpful to the 
Committee.” 

Thus, Dr. Elmer’s short experience at a chiropractic symposium which 
had only three main participants was tumed into evidence against them. His 
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opinions, which on the whole sided with the chiropractors, were twisted 
against them by the Committee in order to show that Chiropractic has been 
“proven wrong by overwhelming scientific proof.” 

The Committee’s energetic efforts to prove that chiropractic techniques 
are wrong never ends. The fact that certain techniques used in medicine are 
identical to those used in chiropractic is quietly hidden from public view. 

The art of manipulative medicine is the technique employed by the 
chiropractors in their practice. They do not hold a monopoly on this form 
of treatment. Osteopaths, orthopaedic surgeons and physiatrists all 
incorporate the same techniques the chiropractors use. This system of 
healing is widely used in many countries. 

A. S. Blundell, an English orthopaedic surgeon, said, “Generally, the 
results of manipulative treatment are most satisfactory. Most of the cases 
respond readily, and over 90% are cured, or sufficiently improved to be able 
to resume full work in short order. The medical man and other colleagues 
cannot afford to ignore the art of spinal manipulation. He will meet it at 
every turn, and unless he knows something about it he is helpless, both in 
criticism and in action ... for as a result of manipulation, the cure is sudden 
and dramatic. It is exceptional to meet a case which obstinately resists 
treatment by manipulation ...” 

Another physician, Dr. James Mennell of St. Thomas’s Hospital in 
London, said about manipulative techniques, “So long as the medical 
profession withholds this method of treatment, so long will patients, 
whether operated on or not, seek the advice of manipulators outside the 
profession; and so long will the reputations of these manipulators be 
enhanced by their success in curing where other methods have failed.” 

The Committee on Quackery and AMA members are well aware of the 
validity of the techniques employed by the chiropractic profession, because 
members of their own profession use these same methods. It was discovered 
from the minutes of the January 6, 1967 meeting that the Committee knew 
this, where on page 5 of those recorded happenings it said, “that many 
actual maneuvors used by chiropractors are quite similar to those used by 
physicians.” 

Even the Committee’s diehard chairman, Dr. Sabatier, concedes this fact. 
In a letter of May 14, 1971, addressed to H. Frogley, Vice President of the 
Palmer College of Chiropractic, Sabatier states, “There has never been in my 
mind any question regarding the good intentions of chiropractic or 
chiropractors.” Not lacking diplomacy, Dr. Sabatier then outlined an 
invitation to the vice president which would include chiropractic and 
chiropractors as members of the elite scientific community. The doctor, of 
course, restricted his hospitality to “the retraining of the chiropractor in the 
field of physical therapy . . .” This of course would be as the doctor 
described, “under the guidance of individuals who have demonstrated 
competence in these fields.” He felt that perhaps this would be the best 
course to take for all concerned. 

Dr. Sabatier’s invitation to include the chiropractors in the medical 
profession is in itself validation of that practice of the healing arts. If the 
doctor really felt that the chiropractors had no curative techniques in their 
profession, why then did he want to include them as a member of the 
scientific community? 
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Perhaps the chiropractors know something about curative medicine 
which the medical doctors don’t. In the Lincoln Chiropractic School, 
research was being conducted on Cine-Roentgenography (having to do with 
X-rays). The inroads made as a result of this research, which was being 
headed by Chiropractor Rich of the Lincoln School, was reported in the 
Congressional Record put out by the government. At the January 21, 1966 
Committee on Quackery meeting, it was reported by Dr. Sabatier that the 
Ochsner Medical Clinic was planning on conducting research in the same 
area upon which the Chiropractors had already reported. The doctor felt 
that “*. . . if the Ochsner Clinic were reported to be doing similar research 
then the profession of chiropractic might achieve undue dignity.” 

The similarities between Chiropractic and the medical profession do not 
end in just research and application of techniques. On June 9, 1971, Dr. 
Philip G. Thomsen, an AMA delegate to their governing body and a former 
member of the Illinois State Medical Examining Committee, wrote a 
revealing letter to the editor of the Chicago Sun-Times newspaper. The 
doctor said that in Illinois, chiropractors will be required to have two years 
of pre-chiropractic college training and that they are required to take four 
years of chiropractic training plus extern training. The formal training 
through which chiropractors go, is similar to the education that medical 
students take, in the sense of the number of years they spend studying their 
speciality. The chiropractors also require extern training. This would 
correspond to the post-graduate study of a medical student. The 
chiropractic profession includes this additional training even though the 
Illinois Department of Registration and Education does not require it. 

Dr. Thomsen goes on to explain that Chiropractors are examined by the 
Illinois Medical Boards, as are the medical graduates in that state. He 
continues, detailing that “chiropractors only take certain parts of the 
examination.” This can only mean that chiropractors go through similar 
examinations by State Medical Boards as do medical practitioners, only they 
are limited to examination on medical and scientific data applicable to their 
specialty, which is understandable. 

Once they pass the examination they can be licensed by that State. 
Chiropractic services are presently being considered by the Federal 
Government to be included in Medicare and Medicaid programs.* Legislative 
backers in the Congress and Senate have been bombarded with letters from 
the medical profession, both pro and con. One such letter was written to 
Senator Sam Ervin by Dr. Edgar T. Beddingfield of the Medical Society of 
the State of North Carolina. The Chairman of that Society’s Committee on 
Legislation in his June 22, 1971 letter acknowledged the fact that the 
Senator supported the chiropractic profession and said, ““You have replied,” 
(in answer to physician’s letters to him), “to the effect that you support 
inclusion of chiropractic on the grounds that ‘if the state licenses 
chiropractors, people should have freedom of choice’.’” He continued “‘I 
agree that he (the patient) has that right, however foolish I might deem his 
actions to be.”’ In his paradoxical petition he stated, “Let him go to the 
chiropractor if he must .. .” He felt that he had no reason to deny anyone 


*Ed, Note: Congress passed Medicare with inclusion of Chiropractic Services 
on Oct. 18, 1972. 
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who believes in these services the inalienable right to his freedom of choice. 
He added, “but I would cry out in agonized protest if he were subsidized in 
this through a tax-supported governmental program.” 

This man’s statements to the Senator should be the topic for a study 
conducted by the members of the AMA’s sister organization at the 
American Psychiatric Association. His statements vacillate to a point where 
one can only draw the conclusion that the doctor endorsed patients going to 
chiropractors, but for economical reasons he feels that these patients are 
being foolish. 

Many physicians are sympathetic to chiropractors and are aware of the 
good that they do in the health care community. (he such physician from 
South Dakota was the topic for dicussion at the January 21, 1966, 
Committee on Quackery meeting. With the continued backing of 
chiropractors by members of the medical profession it was no wonder that 
this physician was discussed in disdain. As it was recorded in the minutes 
with regards to the “situation” in South Dakota, “It was agreed the 
situation is still unsatisfactory.” 

In other states the profession of chiropractic is continuing to be 
recognized. In Michigan, there is a Chiropractic Bill which covers the 
services and practice of chiropractic in that state. Mr. Youngerman, 
Secretary of the Committee on Quackery, reported at the January 21 
meeting, “that this bill contained perhaps the most extensive broad scope 
provisions of any chiropractic bill introduced in a state.” 

Time and time again the merits of chiropractic have been endorsed by 
not only medical doctors but also by state and federal legislators. Efforts to 
put a stop to this by the Committee never cease and their attempts to 
accomplish their mission have in some cases lost them friends. At the same 
meeting in January it was reported that plans were being made to hold a 
National Congress on Quackery. The first Congress was done without 
outside assistance, although in following years, the Committee has managed 
to muster up support for these congresses from outside groups. The Second 
Congress on Quackery was backed by the Food & Drug Administration 
(FDA) in October, 1963. Now, with the third Congress in the planning, the 
Committee turned again to their friends at the FDA. Perhaps the FDA boys 
were aware that the Committee was dishing out misinformation at their 
congresses when it was reported in the minutes that, “the FDA 
representatives took a strong position that the FDA could not co-sponsor 
such a congress, if chiropractic were included.” 

With their attempts to enlist the FDA’s support turning into a fiasco, 
they continued their search for outside sponsorship for their congress. 

Resorting to total financing of the congress by the AMA, the Committee 
had little trouble in recruiting the gullible National Health Council to lend 
its name as a sponsor. 

Regardless of the fact that members of government agencies, the medical 
profession and even members of their own committee knew of the 
workability and merits of chiropractic, the merchants of misinformation 
continued on their perverted mission to deframe the chiropractors. 

The similarities between the two professions are many, and certain 
techniques used in medicine are identical to those used in chiropractic. To 
date, the “secret police” of the AMA have failed to demonstrate any 
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scientific validity to back their charges against chiropractic. Instead of 
adopting the scientific course, the Committee has devoted its time, energy 
and money in pursuing a political course, a course which employs the tactics 
of an intelligence agency seeking to destroy its enemy. With the ruthlessness 
of the Gestapo-they go about their mission of weeding out those who 
sympathize with their “enemy,” the chiropractor. They squelch any 
opposition to their medical dictatorship for only one reason — economical 
competition cutting into their action from others in the healing arts. In their 
self-righteous crusade to be the Saviors of the medical community, they 
have taken what they know to be true, that chiropractic techniques cure 
patients, and have twisted it into misinformation. Under the guise of 
““medicine stand’’ against chiropractic, these few have saturated the public 
with their distorted views. 

As Dr. Thomas Ballantine stated in his message to his fellow committee 
members: “I would also like to point out that the AMA needs a cause to 
fight for on behalf of the public, the need to convince the public that they 
are really interested in the health and welfare of society.” The doctor then 
got down to the crux of his statement: “I can think of no better program to 
undertake than that of trying to eliminate quackery.” With its prime 
mission being the elimination of chiropractic the Committee could not help 
but take up this not-so-valiant cause and do battle with the chiropractic 
profession. 

From their pulpit on N. Dearborn St., the Committee of misinformation 
preaches their slanted opinions to its congregation in the “name of public 
health and welfare.” In their attempts to convince the public that they are 
really interested in them, they have manufactured an enemy to fight in the 
name of public health. In taking up this cause they never once thought of 
sitting down at a negotiating table with their ‘“tenemy” in an aire of 
cooperation to take a truely objective look at the merits of chiropractic. 

In the medical world there is an intra-professional aire of cooperation. 
New inroads and breakthroughs in research are often shared with fellow 
colleagues and examined as to their worth in the application to disease. 
Within the scientific community billions of dollars are spent in medicine and 
research for causes of disease and their cures. Millions are poured into the 
latest equipment to facilitate labs where research is being conducted. When 
breakthroughs occur in one field of the healing arts, other fields quickly 
hear of it. For the sake of the public’s health, all aspects of the causes of 
diseases and illness and their cures should be objectively viewed. 

Research on the workings of the human body and its relationship to 
malfunctions and illnesses often incorporate many areas of the sciences to 
conduct such research. One such example is presently being carried out at 
the University of Colorado. At this University’s Department of Engineering 
Design and Economic Evaluation, the chairman of that department, 
Professor C. H. Suh, is conducting an engineering study of biomechanics of 
the human body. It was discovered from a confidential release, not for 
publication, which was drafted on March 9, 1971, at the University, that 
Professor Chung Ha Suh’s project was being initially funded by the 
International Chiropractors Association. 

It was noted in this confidential memo, that, “Among the earliest results 
of the new research program should be development of computer 
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techniques for taking precise, three-dimensional measurements from x-rays, 
photographs, or radiographs. More accurate analyses of stresses and 
strengths of the spine and other human joints should be possible.” 

Interest in this study has generated strong support for this project from 
other outside groups. The chiropractic association donated $11,000 to the 
Engineering department to be used at the discretion of that department in 
supporting the research. They also indicated that additional funds may be 
provided this year (1971) as a gift for the department to further the study. 
With the possibility of research going on longer, it was indicated in a memo 
from Max Peters, Dean of the College of Engineering, to Professor Suh that 
“We also indicated that, for 1972 and 1973, if further funds were to be 
provided, they would be based on submitting an official research proposal 
which would go through the normal University channels for approval.” 

Dr. Suh is not alone in his investigation in the engineering department. 
Dr. Ronald J. MacGregor, Assistant Professor of Suh’s department, joined 
him on April 1, 1971, as his research associate on the project. Dr. 
MacGregor received his B.S., M.S. and Ph.D. from Purdue University and 
spent several years as an engineer with the Rand Corporation in Santa 
Monica, California. With the support for his research associate being 
provided by outside grants to the University, it is highly unlikely that a man 
with Professor Suh’s credentials, and those of Dr. MacGregor, would pursue 
such a project if it would not benefit public health. This type of research, 
scientific scrutiny and objective evaluation is the accepted scientific process 
in developing scientific theory into a scientific validity to back such 
theories. 

Surely the chiropractic profession would not lend its time, energy and 
money to the research at the University of Colorado if it wasn’t a 
contributing member in the scientific community. Professor Suh and Dr. 
MacGregor surely would not cooperate with the chiropractors if they felt 
their research efforts wouldn’t contibute to the health care community. It is 
also likely that any developments coming out of this project would add to 
the scientific validity of the techniques and practice of chiropractic. 

Why is it then that the AMA says that chiropractic has failed to 
demonstrate any scientific validity for its theories? They say that instead of 
adopting the scientific course, chiropractic has devoted its time, energy and 
money in pursuing a political course. Who is kidding whom? 

The chiropractic profession has made known to the public the research 
that is being conducted at the University of Colorado. Their announcement 
through their publication reached the AMA’s Department of Investigation. 
The cooperation between the chiropractors and the University must have 
disheartened Doyl Taylor and his crew. Based on documentation received 
“undercover,” Taylor got the full picture of the happenings at the research 
facility in the Engineering department. Mr. Donald G. Derry, Executive 
Secretary of the Colorado Medical Society, contacted Dr. Dale Atkins in 
Denver to get “inside” information on the research. All the correspondence 
between Darry, Dr. Atkins, Taylor and the University was headlined — 
CONFIDENTIAL — NOT FOR PUBLICATION. Derry turned the matter 
over to his assistant, Larry Miller. Miller contacted Taylor and sent him all 
the information on the research, which the University didn’t want released 
yet, and informed Taylor that ‘This is information which we received on a 
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confidential basis and, therefore, we would request that you hold the 
sources in confidence.” With this same letter of May 13, 1971, Miller sent 
all the info he could get his hands on regarding the research. 

Why the aire of suspicion coming from the Committee? Why is it that 
when the chiropractors demonstrate their cooperation the Committee turns 
away and pretends they don’t know what’s going on? 

They hide the fact that the chiropractic profession has attempted to 
cooperate with the Committee ever since it was formed. 

On January 20, 1965, Doy] Taylor received a letter from the president of 
the Palmer College of Chiropractic. Mr. David Palmer addressed Taylor in 
his letter with the warmth and courtesy of an old friend. He stated, “May I 
add my congratulations to those of your many friends upon your assuming 
the new responsibility as Director of Investigation for the A.M.A. I certainly 
hope that this will be a fruitful, pleasant, and profitable association for 
you.” 

Palmer went on to explain that he would like Mr. Taylor “to spend a day 
with us here in Davenport visiting the Palmer College campus and meeting 
our staff and faculty deans.”’ He continued, ‘The purpose of this note is to 
express my personal hope that you will be able to work a day sometime into 
your schedule. I would be most happy to cooperate in any way that will 
make this possible.” 

Mr Palmer’s hospitable invitation was treated with the hostility of a 
Gestapo Committee receiving an invitation from a Jewish community 
(kabutz) to inspect their activities to see that they are not violating any 
German laws. Mr. Taylor took the invitation to the February 7, 1965 
Committee on Quackery meeting and made it a topic of important 
discussion. From the minutes of that meeting it was noted that under the 
title “Matter to be Decided (Item 2A),”’ Taylor requested the Committee’s 
opinion on how the invitation by Palmer should be handled. After some 
discussion on this matter “it was decided that the best way to handle the 
Palmer invitation was for Mr. Taylor to telephone Mr. Palmer, ‘leaving the 
door open,’ but not committing the AMA in any way.” 

In 1933, a Gestapo Committee would have treated an invitation from the 
Jews in the same manner, knowing that if they inspected the Jewish 
community they would have found no crimes against the state, thus they 
wouldn’t have any justification for the extermination yet to come. So, the 
Nazis manufactured a crime against the Third Reich. That crime was to be a 
Jew, thus justifying the extermination of 6,000,000 Jews. 

In the same manner, the Committee on Quackery refused to accept the 
invitation by the chiropractors because this would upset their master plan to 
eliminate chiropractors, as they would not have found any laws being 
broken to justify their attacks. As it will be later detailed, the Committee on 
Quackery took the same course the Nazis did. They manufactured a crime — 
being a chiropractor. 

Taylor acted on the recommendations of the Committee and called 
Palmer. He reported on his phone conversation at the May 21, 1965 meeting 
of the Committee. With regards to his invitation, Palmer told Taylor that he 
would not be opposed to a medical school evaluating team if the visit was 
objective. It was recorded in the minutes of this meeting that “Mr. Taylor 
emphasized he made no commitment to Palmer in any way, and that Palmer 
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understood this.” If any such visit were to ever occur, which it didn’t, the 
true intention, under the guise of being “objective,” would be as Taylor said 
“to keep the door open for any kind of information that would disprove 
chiropractic scientifically, regardless of the source of the information.” 

So here the chiropractors were inviting them to an inspection and still 
they refused. Instead of cooperating with the chiropractic profession the 
Committee could only think of underhanded covert ways to accomplish 
their mission. They have passed on to the public their misinformation that 
chiropractors do not cooperate, when in fact they have attempted time and 
time again to get the AMA to inspect their practices. With regards to the 
chiropractors’ efforts to get the AMA to cooperate, Dr. Sabatier stated at 
this meeting that, ““This, chiropractors have refused to do.” 

In a letter dated February 26, 1968, Sidney Birdsley, President of the 
American Chiropractic Association, wrote to F. J. L. Blasingame, MD, 
Executive Vice President of the AMA, further extending the chiropractors’ 
cooperation. In that letter he requested that an interprofessional code of 
cooperation be set up between the two groups. “This request,” he said, 
“was made in the interest of public health and welfare and we sincerely 
believe serious consideration of the request should be instituted by the 
AMA.” 

On March 15, 1968, he received, in reply to his request for an 
interprofessional code of cooperation, the AMA’s House of Delegates’ 
policy statement on chiropractic, which calls them an unscientific cult. 

Mr. Birdsley’s reaction to this letter from the AMA could only have been 
one of a disheartening disappointment. On May 8, 1968, in reply to the 
AMA’s answer to his request for cooperation between the two groups, 
Birdsley expressed his disappointment to Dr. Blasingame. He stated, 
“Ignoring or sidestepping the request creates a breach of responsibility to 
the public relating to an exchange of information which could benefit all 
concerned.” He continued, “In spite of the archaic misconception of 
medicine contained in the House of Delegates’ policy statement,” (which 
was supplied by information from the merchants of misinformation), 
“chiropractic is a scientific, rational, responsible, progressive and recognized 
member of the healing arts.’ In ending he continued in his attempts to get 
the AMA to set up an interprofessional code when he said, “Your 
cooperation is requested.” 

The chiropractors’ efforts to cooperate did not diminish over the years, 
even though their requests were rejected by the AMA. Ina letter of June 3, 
1971, H. Ronald Frogley, Vice President of the Palmer College of 
Chiropractic, wrote to Dr. Sabatier in a continuing effort to show 
cooperation. He explained the principle of chiropractic and how it relates to 
nerve supply through the body and said, “We happen to feel that if the 
nerve supply is normal, the ability of the organ to resist deviations from 
normal is greatly enhanced, and I don’t believe this conflicts with anything 
you learned in Physiology.” 

Mr. Frogley continued, “However, we will continue to improve, grow 
and do the best we can to provide a health service that cannot be duplicated 
elsewhere. At the same time, we appreciate the great contributions of the 
medical profession, realizing how very little any of us really know when it 
comes right down to the finite function as to how the body works.” In his 
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honest and sincere letter to Chairman Joseph Sabatier, one can see that Mr. 
Frogley has a hint as to why the AMA refuses to cooperate with the 
chiropractic profession when he said, “I think the crux of the problem is 
this, Joe. You are Chairman of the AMA Quackery Committee, and it 
doesn’t matter what I say because you can’t accept it anyway. You have 
spent too much money building up the fact that we are the bad guys and 
you are the good guys. So, I suppose we will just have to let it rest.” 

In his June 8, 1971 reply to Frogley’s letter, Sabatier must have thought 
the Vice President of the Palmer College to be a blind fool when he wrote, 
“I am sorry if you feel that my position as chairman of the AMA Quackery 
Committee interferes with my objectivity.” He continues to explain that he 
would be glad to examine or re-evaluate the erroneous conclusions he has 
drawn regarding chiropractic and states, “Please be assured that I attempt to 
remove any conscious evidence of bias in such deliberations.” The doctor’s 
bias was certainly showing when as Committee Chairman he agreed that any 
public reference to the chiropractic profession would incorporate the phrase 
“chiropractic, the unscientific cult.” 

His erroneous conclusions regarding chiropractic are certainly not based 
on scientific evidence. Furthermore, upon examination of the documented 
letters which show that chiropractors have been willing to cooperate with 
the AMA, one can only conclude that Dr. Sabatier was either lying or ina 
state of unconsciousness when he said that the chiropractors have refused to 
cooperate. 

In their Den of Dichotomies, the Committee members’ remarks, 
conclusions, statements and scientific knowledge of chiropractic totters on 
madness. Their minutes sometimes read like notes taken by a therapist at a 
group therapy session for a group of schizophrenics with tendencies of 
paranoia. 

On one hand they claim that chiropractors are an unscientific cult; on 
the other hand they have no scientific evidence to back their charges. They 
say that chiropractic is not scientifically founded, yet they are fully aware 
of the scientific research going on in the universities in this country which 
acknowledges the validity of chiropractic. 

As Doyl Taylor wrote in his May 18, 1971 letter to Sabatier regarding 
the research taking place at the University of Colorado, “‘to let it alone and 
see if the Colorado engineers can actually find anything that can be of value 
to Chiropractic.” He continued, “IJ am not medically enough informed to 
know whether engineering studies of spinal mechanics could prove anything 
worthwhile to chiropractic or not.” 

The AMA claims that chiropractic techniques are not scientifically valid, 
yet medical practitioners employ the same techniques. They say they have 
no scientific proof, that what the chiropractors are doing is wrong, yet they 
state that chiropractic has been proven wrong by overwhelming sceintific 
proof. 

They claim that the chiropractors refuse to cooperate, yet their minutes 
show they have had many offers from the chiropratic profession to 
cooperate. 

They write in their letters to chiropractors that they are objective in the 
forming of their conclusions on chiropractic, yet they demonstrate outright 
prejudice and bias in all their statements regarding chiropractic or 
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chiropractors. 

The Committee stated that they were going to “leave the door open” for 
inspection of the Chiropractic colleges, yet they never made any attempt to 
examine the merits of chiropractic. They state that medicine should 
objectively look to all avenues of the healing arts in the name of public 
health and welfare, but their prime mission as a Committee is to eliminate 
one of the members of the healing arts. 

They state that a patient should have a freedom of choice and the 
practitioner should have a freedom of choice as to how he will practice, yet 
the AMA House of Delegates in 1961 stated, “There can never be a majority 
party or a minority party in any science.” 

They are well aware of the workability and curative merits of the 
chiropractors’ techniques, yet they still call them cultists. As the AMA 
House of Delegates so aptly put it, “Either the theories and practices of 
scientific medicine are right and those of the cultists are wrong, or the 
theories and practices of the cultists are right and those of scientific 
medicine are wrong.” 

Perhaps the medical profession is doing something wrong and in its 
efforts to remove attention that might be cast upon them, they have elected 
to manufacture an enemy to fight on behalf of the public. As Dr. Ballantine 
said, “‘convince the public that they are really interested in the health and 
welfare of society.”’ 

Surely then, there must be something the public doubts regarding the 
medical profession to justify a need to convince them that what the AMA is 
doing is good; or is it something the AMA is hiding which has caused them 
to employ diversionary tactics? What is it the AMA has to cover up? Could 
it be the extra curricular activities of some committee members being 
carried on at their Conventions and Congresses, after-hour cocktail lounges 
and even pizza parlors in Chicago that they wouldn’t want their wives to 
know about? Perhaps it’s the “under the table” payoffs to outside writers 
who may have been hired to do exposes on the chiropractic profession. Or 
maybe it’s the fact that they employ outside investigators and have their 
own spy network infiltrating groups they want to destroy. 

The facts to follow are an aggregation of documentation which will 
expose the hitherto unknown behind-the-scenes activities of the AMA’s 
Quackery Committee. These are presented in an attempt to logically detail 
the reasons for the irrational behavior of the merchants of misinformation. 
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Documentation 


RECE; 
AMERICAN CHIROPRACTIC ASSOCIATION, i 


EXICUTIVE OFF ICES = 
Anceicax Bunonc, 2220 Gana Avanug OUD, Vile 
Des Neants, tora 53355 


Office of the President 
SIDNEY Bii:DSLEY, D. C. 


$372 S. PAun $2. 
Saar Lace City, Uren E4015 
May 8, 1968 
F. J. L. Blasinrame, M. D. RECEILV: 


Executive Vice President: 

een Medical Association ; ! 
N. Dearborn Street ALY 5 bk $85 

Chicago, Illinois 50610 MAY.a 4 6 


Deparisent . 


Dear Dr. .Blasingame: INVESTLGATI¢ 


In response to your letter of March 15, 196&, the AMA 
House of Lelezates policy statement on chiropractic 
which you sent certainly docs not answer my request 
to establish an interprofessional code of cooperation. 


The request made in my February 26 letter was meade 

in the interest of the cublic health and welfare’ and 

we sincerely believe serious consideration of the 

Yequest should be instituted by AMA. Ignoring or 
sidestepping the request creates a breach of responsibility 
to the public relating to en exchange of information 

which could benefit all concerned. 


In spite of the archaic misconception of medicine 
contained in the Houses of Delesates policy statement, 
chiropractic is a scientific, rational, responsible, 
progressive and recognized member of the healing arts. 


Your cooperation is requssted. 


Sincérely yours, 


AM CLLLIC. 


Sidney Cf Birdsiey, LB. C. 
President 
American Chiropractic Association 


SCB:db 


PALMER COLLEGE’ 
Oirgpnactis 


1900 smanr svecct 
@rvrcs OF Tee reese DAVENPORT, IOWA 


January 20,- 1965 


RECEIVED 
Mr. Doyle Taylor 


American Medical Association JAN 22 1935 
535. North Dearborn Street 

AxT. 2 
Chicago, Illinois TEtESs1GtT-ee 


Dear Mr..Taylor: 


May I add my congratulations to those of your many 
friends upon your assuming the new responsibility as 
Director of Investigation for the A.M.A. I certainly 
hope that this will be a fruitful, pleasant, and profit- 
able association for you. 


Your friend Bob Harter of DesMoines =-- now Manager of 
WHO Radio and TV -—— and I have spoken of the possibility 
of your being able to spend a day with us here in Daven- 
port visiting the Palmer College campus and meeting our 
staff and faculty deans.. I believe he has conveyed this 


hope to you on my behalf and you have indicated an interest 
in doing so. 


Tne purpose of this note is to express my personal hope 
that you will be able to work a day sometime into your 


schedule. I would be most happy to cooperate in any way 
that will make this possible. 


My warmest and most cordial good wishes. 


Sincerely, 


DraWe2——_, 


David D. Palmer 
President 


JUDGES’ CHAMSERS 
SUPERIOR COURT 


Quebec, February 15th, 1957. 


‘Mr. Marvin.L: Rowlands, Jr<Editor, 


Tae AMA News, 

555 North Dearborn Sz eei, 
Caicago 60610, 

ilinots, 

U.S.A. 


Dear Stz:- 


Iam sorry Dut I have to take exces:io. 
to che article pudifsiec in the 2MA News ox January 30%, Concerning 
my Repozt co tha Quebac Government on Cafropzaxy and Ostcoscity. 


The tfde given to this articie is abso- 
lutely Inaccurate and I may acs unipir. 


The report as such, nowhere expzes- 
ses the view that Chircoractic is " only gibberish 


I have quored, with their authozization 
the opinions of various persons I interviewed and, fnter alia, Dr. Pars: 
mentioning his expericnccs with some Chiropraccors. 


I did esk him ff he thougnt that in the 
actual state of studies for chfropzaciors, he believed tiat they were 
able to make a sound cifferencial ciagnosis. 


The answez was te Gre quozed In yous 
article, but the word " gidserish “ was appiied only to diagnosis and 
was not used to qurifty chs system ss a wholc. 


, I cannot unders:and how ycu coms to 
uss th's expressfon ta wey you Cie in, me title of your article 2s 
heving been uszc Sy 22. 


Futhermores tho excay pia you Save 
quoted Zrora my Regar: 220 Celtherately gor Up tO Sula & caso 


JUOGES CHAMBERS 
SUPTAaIOR COUAT 


2/ 


against scme onc, bur in no way do they cven try to show the zeal 
meaning of tie report; you Go not‘evea mention my conc:usions 
sai recommendations. 


lam really sorry to sce that you 
have usec this epost in such 2 manzez, instead of gtving az acce- 
rate and obfeciive comment of ics content, Sut further I ara astounded 
te see tha: tie AMA witch fs xnown 2s an orgen!zation o2 very :.‘¢h 
stancard snoule aiiow end tolezate such a pubiiczsion.end procecuze. 


I think ét Is my Cuiy to serd a cozy 
of this letcer to the par=izs wio were interested in ce siudies of our 
Royal.Commission and also to the AMA. 


Yours truly, 


Fae troy, 


ae RR, LACROLX) 


Addrezs: 


Hoa. Mr. Justice Gazazd Leczot, 
Superfor Court, 

Coust House, 

Quebec Criy, 

P.Q. Cenzcz. 


MINUTES 
COMMITTEE ON QUACKERY 

Drake Hotel September 7, 1966 
Parlor G 1:00 p.m. 
COMMITTEE MENBERS PRESENT? 
John G. Thomsen, M.D., Des Moines, Iowa (Chairman) 
Henry I. Pinebery, M.D., New York, New York 
Josepn A. Sabatier, Jr., “.D., Baton Rouge, Louisiana 
Frederick R. Scroggin, M.D., Dry Ridge, Kentucky 
AMA STAFF PRESENT: 
H. Doyl Taylor, Department of Investigation 
Gliver Ficld, Departccnt of Investigation 
William J. Monaghan, Departzent of Investigation 
Rotert A. Youngerman, Department of Investigation (Secretary) 
Jack Brown, Field Service 
Phyllis Dieball, Department of Investigation (Recorder) 

I. INTRODUCTORY REMARKS BY CHAIRMAN ~~ John G. Tromsen, M.D. 

Dr. Thonsen briefed the Committee on the meeting of the North 
Amorican Academy of Manipulative Medicine held in San Francisco, which 
he pitended with J. L. Opitz, M.D., of the Mayo Clinic. He explained 
that the members of this group all were N.D.‘'s specializing in physical 
medicine, as well as members of the American Academy or American Congress 
of Physical Medicine. 

Dr. Thomsen reported that many of the manipulative techniques 
utilized by these people were identical to maneuvers used by chiropractors. 
He stated, howevor, these men were careful in disclaiming any connection 


with chiropractic. 


MENORANDUSM 


Decenber 30, 1969 


To: Rickard S. Wilber, SM. 3D. 


Subject: Tesk Foree on Chiropractic 


Confirning our dfscuasfon cazs corning, I as asking 
you to cizcct e canpoien tesx force on chiropractic. 
You will utilize che staff ef the Communications and Pwsit 
A€faeirs Divisions es indicated and, in addition, Dox. taylor 
will report to you and sct under zeer Gircction curing tue 
stepped up ce=peisn outlined this moraines. 


Te is cy cesire whet this cenpeign receive top priority 
attention and thet cvery actZon should be tezen to assure 
our ouccess, first, in preveuting rhe inclusion of chiropractic 
din the medicare ect and record, to begin a roli-back on 
chiroprectic licensure in the states. 


exucess B. lWoward, “. DO. 
Esu:jr 


ee: Cnerles =. Leuce 
Joo D. Nféllex 
Devic W. Tovers 
H. Doyl Teylor 
Dick KX. Bolt 
Serusré D. Hirsh 


Chapter Two 
THE MEDICAL SPIES 


\ 

YT | 
| 

eee 


i 


(| 


5 ~ 


1 
Ti 
fi 
| 
{ 


] 
i 


iil 


anh 


| 


7 | 
ity 


| 


Chapter Two 
THE MEDICAL SPY 


Almost from its beginning the Committee on Quackery has made its 
decision on how to gather information on chiropractic. In a closed door 
meeting held at the Drake Hotel in Chicago on May 21, 1965, the Medical 
World’s Security Council meeting was brought to order by its chairman, Dr. 
Thomsen. 

It was noted from the minutes of that meeting that the Committee never 
intended to ask the chiropractors for data “iver the boards.” Instead, 
another course was chosen — espionage. Throughout their minutes, key 
words, which are usually employed by the intelligence community, keep 
coming up. Such words and phrases as: specialist trained, monitoring their 
meetings, “inside’”’ information, screening, ground work investigation, fiscal 
agents, and so on. 

It would appear that the Department of Investigation is the AMA’s KGB 
or some such intelligence agency. 

Dr. Thomsen in his opening remarks was addressing the three other 
Committee members and also seven of Doyl Taylor’s subordinates from 
Taylor’s department. In his introduction to this distinguished audience of 
experts, Thomsen said, “That perhaps an organized program of gathering 
scientific data by utilizing various specialists should be considered, and that 
we continue to have chiropractic meetings and symposiums monitored 
whenever possible by specialists.” 

Dr. Thomsen had envisioned that these specialists would be, as he 
outlined, “trained to evaluate information heard at these meetings.” 

Perhaps this is what is meant as “‘the scientific course” in gathering 
“scientific evidence” in evaluating the validity of a scientific theory. 
Reported in the minutes of this meeting were two such “specialists” who 
were trained to monitor meetings and symposiums, Dr. Fred Neal and Dr. 
Elmer. Working in conjunction with Mr. Youngerman, of the Department of 
Investigation, and under the watchful eye of Taylor, these two men were 
assigned to gather “scientific” information at two different chiropractic 
seminars. Not being able to attend the Committee’s meeting, Dr. Neal 
turned in his report to Youngerman. He in tum distributed copies of Dr. 
Neal’s report to the Committee. Still in a rough draft form, Youngerman 
commented that ‘‘the members would receive the final report later.” 

The Committee expressed great appreciation to these “specialists” for 
completing their mission. As was reported in the last paragraph of those 
minutes, ‘““The Committee also expressed great appreciation to Dr. Elmer for 
monitoring the symposium and giving his report at the Committee meeting 
and to Dr. Neal, in absentia, for his report.” 

On October 4, 1967, the Iowa Medical Society held a joint meeting with 
representatives of the Committee on Quackery, Doyl Taylor and Dr. 
Thomsen. At this meeting in the IMS Headquarters building, Taylor 
“presented a detailed report on the work of the AMA Department of 
Investigation and its efforts to combat health quackery.” Among the items 
recorded in the minutes of that meeting, Taylor committed himself to 
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proudly explaining the “inner workings” of his department. He blew the 
cover off some of his department’s projects and told how they have “‘been 
successful in obtaining ‘inside’ information regarding the activities and 
programs of the American Chiropractic Association and the International 
Chiropractic Association.”’ He also went on to outline that his men have 
obtained inside information regarding “the teaching programs at various 
chiropractic colleges, including the Palmer College of Chiropractic.”’ 

The techniques in gathering information on chiropractors are far 
reaching. In a form letter written in 1966 by Robert A. Youngerman to 
State Medical Societies, he outlined the activities of the Committee and also 
submitted a detailed plan which each society could take up as a program in 
fighting the manufactured enemy, chiropractic. 

Point six of the Master Plan showed how data could be gathered on 
chiropractors to be used against them. “Subscribing to chiropractic 
publications such as the state chiropractic association journal, and the two 
national chiropractic journals in order to maintain a source of information 
on chiropractic activities in your state.”” Youngerman went on to explain 
that there “are various approaches on how this can be accomplished.” 

One such approach, which was employed by the Committee, was 
recorded in the minutes of their January 21, 1966 meeting. In their efforts 
to obtain what they call “evidence” against Spears Chiropractic Hospital the 
following was proposed, “It was suggested that fictitious letters be sent to 
Spears to obtain evidence of its scope of operations and its claims.” What 
the Committee had in mind was get the Spears Hospital to answer these 
“undercover”’ letters, with the hope that the chiropractors would outline 
some of the claims of their profession. Then with their misinformation and 
manufactured ‘“‘scientific evidence,” the Committee would show the US 
Post Office Department that the chiropractors were using the mails for false 
advertising. As was noted in the minutes, “The Committee was informed 
that staff (Department of Investigation) would follow-up this matter with 
the Post Office Department.” Thus by inducement, the Committee planned 
to make a Federal case against the chiropractic Hospital. 

Continuing with Youngerman’s outline for an attack of the Chiropractic 
profession, he detailed to the Iowa Medical Society’s staff still another 
scheme to “get them.” Point seven of his plan went as follows, “The 
monitoring of chiropractic meetings in your state by knowledgeable M.D.’s, 
so reports can be made on exactly what they are doing, both politically and 
scientifically.”’ 

With the efficiency of a Gestapo commander to his field subordinates, 
Youngerman set down the order of the day. “Over the long pull (the 
Committee’s 5 year Plan), in order for such a program to prove successful, 
each state society should take the initiative in obtaining its own information 
in this area.”” He went on to explain how Big Brother at the Department of 
Investigation would act as the overseer, “The AMA would then act as a 
clearinghouse for information received from the individual states.” 

This master plan to eliminate the chiropractors on a state level was the 
brain-child of none other than Doyl Taylor. The mastermind of 
misinformation had reported to the Committee on May 21, 1965, 
concerning a letter he envisioned to be sent to state medical societies, which 
would inform them of future projects on chiropractors. In addition to 
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Taylor’s envisioned plan, which was carried out by Youngerman, Dr. 
Thomsen responded with still another espionage scheme. The Chairman 
took the floor and “recommended that catalogues of the various schools of 
chiropractic should be obtained and the information correlated without 
sending an official AMA letter to the schools.” 

At this same meeting the groundwork for planting a medical spy into a 
chiropractic meeting was discussed. Item 3c read as follows, ‘Mr. 
Youngerman reviewed the background of the obtaining of a qualified 
radiologist to monitor a chiropractic X-ray Symposium to be held in Atlanta 
(Georgia) in April of 1965.” He went on to say, ‘“‘the physician who agreed 
to monitor the symposium will not be allowed to take an examination in 
chiropractic.” 

In this case, the medical spy even had a chance to collect valid scientific 
information on chiropractic and his masters instructed him not to. The 
physician who was later picked, after careful screening, was Dr. Elmer. As 
was earlier pointed out, he completed his mission, but because of his 
Opinion which favored chiropractic techniques, it is doubtful that he would 
ever again be picked for future espionage assignments by his field 
commanders. 

Many suggestions have come down from the inner circle of medical spies 
which have been implemented with success. In their first Annual Report to 
the Board of Trustees, the Committee stated that “‘suggestions for obtaining 
additional information on the subject of chiropractic have been 
recommended by the Committee on Quackery, and many of these ideas 
were implemented with excellent results.” 

In their efforts to establish smaller duplicates of the Committee on 
Quackery on a state level, Taylor’s plan succeeded. It was noted in their 
First Annual Report that, “More than forty states have replied to the 
Committee’s request by forming committees or assigning responsibility to 
existing committees.” 

In his summary of the Committee’s activities, Youngerman sent a report 
to Dr. Blasingame, Executive Vice President of the AMA, on July 7, 1965. 

He explained the great success they had in planting specialists into 
chiropractic meetings earlier that year. He then pointed out that “Plans for 
other chiropractic meetings to be monitored by physician specialists who 
can evaluate these meetings are currently being made.” 

Youngerman’s report also revealed that the Committee had employed 
non-medical poeple to monitor these meetings. He went on to explain, 
“Staff members of the Department of Investigation also have attended 
‘non-scientific’ chiropractic meetings so reports can be evaluated by the 
Committee.” With spies coming right out of the Department of 
Investigation, the Committee could expect some tangible results 
forthcoming. 

The Committee has amassed materials on chiropractic from what they 
call ‘‘a wide variety of sources.” There is little, if any, indication that the 
Committee has gathered any materials on chiropractic from any source 
other than their spy network. 

Repeatedly, over the years, the Committee has resorted to intelligence 
tactics in gathering “scientific evidence” against the chiropractors. At a 
meeting of the Committee held at the headquarters building in Chicago on 
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September 15, 1967, plans were discussed for the gathering of more 
information. As was uncovered in the minutes of that meeting, ‘The 
Committee endorsed Mr. Youngerman’s attendance at the ACA (American 
Chiropractic Association) meeting in St. Louis in June.” 

With his assignment OK’d by the medical spies, Youngerman set out to 
infiltrate the June meeting. Gathering “inside” information on the future 
activities of the ACA and compiling a stack of brochures obtained at the 
meeting, he completed his mission. 

On January 12, 1968, four months after he set out on his mission, 
Youngerman reported his success to the Committee. In the Continental 
Piaza Hotel the Committee attentively listened as Youngerman blathered 
out the finite details of his adventures at the enemys’ camp. As time rolled 
by, Youngerman explained what he saw and heard at the ACA meeting and 
following his report, the ACA’s future activities were discussed. 
Youngerman had discovered that the US Office of Education was being 
approached by the chiropractic profession for accreditation of chiropractic 
schools and colleges. As was reported in the minutes, this issue “deserves the 
highest priority along with Medicare.”” The Committee then commended 
Youngerman on his report and the information he amassed at the 
International Chiropractic Association meeting and the American 
Chiropractic Association meeting. 

The “scientific evidence” the Committee claims to have, which they say 
disproves chiropractic claims, is composed of literature and pamphlets 
which their spies have gathered. They take these pamphlets and pick them 
apart, distort their contents, and call this evidence. 

The Committee also reviews programs in advance of Chiropractic 
meetings to determine whether they should monitor those meetings. Putting 
together chiropractic pamphlets, brochures, programs, analyzing “‘inside 
information,” sending fictitious letters, intimidating chiropractors into 
saying something which could be used against them and even putting the 
ACA against the ICA in their efforts to divide and conquer, is what the 
Committee calls “‘an organized program of gathering scientific data ”” 


School Infiltration 


The Machiavellian Merchants do not limit their espionage activities to 
just attending chiropractic meetings. Some of their covert activities border 
on being illegal. Sending spies into a Chiropractic College under the pretense 
that they are there to become a chiropractor in order to obtain “inside 
information” on chiropractic which would be used against them certainly 
doesn’t “smell of roses.”’ 

In their efforts to expand the chiropractic investigation, the Department 
of Investigation needed to employ an additional man to develop contacts 
with investigators. These “outside” men would be utilized in the 
Committee’s effort to infiltrate the chiropractic courses held in their 
buildings and schools. As was uncovered in the minutes of a November 13, 
1964 meeting of the Committee, Mr. Field, of the Department of 
Investigation, suggested that “it would be feasible to send a man to attend 
some (chiropractic) practice-building courses.” 
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Just 10 days after the decision was made to infiltrate the chiropractic 
schools, the Department of Investigation came out with a special report on 
“Admission Requirements to Schools of Chiropractic.” It was noted froma 
July 12, 1965 confidential report, Taylor’s network of spies ‘“‘did the 
groundwork that led to publication (of Taylor’s report) in the November 
23, 1964 issue of the Journal of the AMA.” 

Taylor and his motley crew of deviant “specialists” had pulled off their 
“coup de grace” and made it known to the medical community through 
JAMA. 

With the AMA’s policy to remain “at arms-length speaking terms with 
them,” (chiropractors), on a “strictly unofficial basis” it would be unlikely 
that the chiropractors would ever expect that their “friends” at the AMA 
would ever send spies into their schools. Thus by creating the illusion that 
they are friendly with them, the Committee insured their espionage 
operatives and agents from ever being questioned by chiropractors as being 
sent in by the AMA to spy and from risking blowing their covers. 

Through their questionable sources, the Committee had compiled what 
they called “background” materials on many of the chiropractic colleges 
and schools. The National College of Chiropractic in Illinois was one of the 
Think Tank’s targets. Just a small note in the mintues of the January 6, 
1967 meeting made mention of this college and that “Background material 
on this subject was presented at the last meeting.” The only background 
material on this subject which could be mustered up, was a letter listed in 
the agenda of the September 7, 1966 meeting, which was sent to the 
President of the Northwestern University and probably contained the 
Committee’s biased views that Northwestern should not be granting 
Bachelor’s Degrees to graduates of the National College of Chiropractic. 

A very revealing scheme was uncovered in the Committee’s September 7, 
1966 recorded minutes of that meeting. The Committee had devised a plan 
to send someone into the Parker School of Practice to gather materials for 
an expose on chiropractic. There was one drawback to this plot. The legality 
of sending an employee of the AMA to do the dirty work would make for a 
conspiracy case against the AMA, if the chiropractors found out. This 
problem was soon overcome. They decided to hire an outsider to infiltrate 
the school and he would do the expose. This will be detailed in the coming 
chapter but for the time being the spy’s name was Ralph Lee Smith. 

The Merchants of Misinformation had already put together a manuscript 
based on the materials their spies managed to smuggle out of the schools 
they infiltrated but as the minutes showed, “The Committee agreed such an 
approach would have greater impact than the manuscript in its present 
form.” 

Because the Chiropractic schools constitute the source of new 
chiropractors, the Committee was determined to infiltrate these schools and 
discredit them with the desired result of having them closed down. In their 
Campaign of Defamation against chiropractic, it was reported in a memo 
from R. Throckmorton, legal counsel for the Iowa Medical Society, to the 
Chairman of the IMS’s Committee on Quackery, Dr. Berger, That, “It was 
felt the Committee should keep itself as well informed as_ possible 
concerning activities at the Palmer School in Davenport.” 

With the smaller Committees on Quackery set up in the states, the 
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Mother Committee could count on them to do their dirty work. Once they 
had their network set up and operating according to plan, it would be just a 
matter of stealing the chiropractic materials. Once in the hands of the 
Committee they could distort, twist, and manufacture their ‘“‘scientific 
evidence”’ and give it wide distribution. 


Distributing their “Evidence” 


Once the Committee had their specialists into the Chiropractic schools, 
their mission was obvious: to get their hands on valuable documents and 
other confidential materials which the chiropractors needed to maintain and 
operate their schools. Such documents as their financial structure, 
educational structure, educational curriculum, their program for raising the 
standards of education and vital statistics were in fact obtained through the 
Committee’s spy network. 

These valuable documents were then to be given wide distribution, with 
the anticipated result that this move would undermine and destroy the 
foundation of the Chiropractic profession and their educational system, if 
they were placed in the “right” hands. 

In a July 7, 1965 report, it was discovered that the Committee had 
indeed implemented these tactics in their efforts to eliminate chiropractic. 
It was noted that, “The Committee on Quackery has furnished factual 
material on chiropractic to the Office of Education of HEW.” It indicated 
that one of the “items was a confidential report on the subject of 
chiropractic education.” This particular confidential report was on the 
“financial and educational structures of specific chiropractic schools.” The 
confidential report which “was prepared by the former Director of 
Education of the American Chiropractic Association was made available by 
the Department of Investigation to state medical associations, state 
committees on quackery and other interested organizations.” 

The medical spies also made known to the public other confidential 
reports on chiropractic. Through their espionage network they obtained a 
chiropractic document which outlined requirements for admission to 
schools of chiropractic. The document itself wasn’t something the 
chiropractic profession would not want published but the means employed 
to obtain it were very questionable. In addition, the document which 
outlined the requirements for admission was then given a point by point 
going over to belittle the chiropractic educational system. This was then 
published in JAMA and given wide distribution. As was detailed in the 
report of July 7th, the article was “distributed to state medical societies, 
state quackery committees, state boards of medical examiners, individual 
physicians, all news media, educators, state legislators, other interested 
persons and organizations, and the general public.” The Committee also 
made use of one of the other AMA Committees, the Department of 
Community Health and Health Education. They, in turn, “distributed more 
than 10,000 copies to educators, guidance counselors, junior college school 
officials, and others in the educational field.” 

In January of 1965, Robert Youngerman sent out a form letter to 1,000 
medical societies in the country with what he titled “this Department’s 
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Special Report.” It was of course the confidential chiropractic materials 
which the department obtained through their “inside sources.” 

In what can only be termed as espionage activities, the Committee on 
Quackery and the masters of deceit in the Department of Investigation 
continued their mission. From a January 10, 1969 letter from the 
Department of HEW, Public Health Service, to Doyl Taylor, more of the 
espionage activities were uncovered. With his letter, Sheldon Starr, Staff 
Assistant in the Division of Health Resources and Statistics, enclosed a copy 
of the latest Health Resources Statistics, 1968. He wrote to Taylor, ‘The 
data presented could have only been accomplished through the excellent 
cooperation received from you by the Division of Health Resources 
Statistics in the National Center for Health Statistics.” 

The data which Mr. Starr refers to, which Taylor made possible, was vital 
statistics on chiropractic obtained through Taylor’s “inside Network.”’ The 
data supplied by the Department of Investigation related to the location of 
licensed chiropractors in relation to population by state, location and 
ownership of Chiropractic schools and numbers of students and graduates, 
1966-67, and the number of graduates of chiropractic schools 1961 through 
1967. The footnotes under the tables outlining the above data give as source 
the American Chiropractic Association and the International Chiropractic 
Association. With all due respect, some credit should have been given to Mr. 
Doyl Taylor, without whose specialists and “inside”? information, this 
government report would not have been possible. 


Secret ‘Closed Door” Meetings 


If it were known what the prime mission of the Committee was, the 
containment of chiropractic, and ultimately, the elimination of chiropractic, 
it would be rendered ineffective. Furthermore, if it leaked out how th> 
were bringing about this mission, it would prove disasterous and costly to 
the Committee’s efforts, not to mention exposing them to law suits and 
public ridicule. Now, for the first time, what the Committee has been 
guarding under a lid of secrecy from “outsiders” is out in the open. 

On January 4, 1971, the Committee on Quackery wrote a summary 
report of their accomplishments over the past seven years to the Board of 
Trustees of the AMA. The merchants of misinformation stated that “Your 
Committee believes it is well along in its first mission and is, at the same 
time, moving toward the ultimate goal.” They went on to say that this was a 
progress report on developments in the past seven years. “The Committee 
has not previously submitted such a report,” they said, ‘‘because it believes 
that to make public some of its activities would have been and continues to 
be unwise. Thus,” they continued, “this report is intended only for the 
information of the Board of Trustees.” 

It is obvious and understandable why the Committee wanted their 
corrupt and deceptive espionage activities hidden from view. Over the years 
these activities have been a closely guarded secret known only to a select 
few. 

The Committee has been quite choosy as to who they allow into their 
inner circle. To admit unauthorized persons to their meetings and reveal 
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their privy information to strangers would be a gross breach of security. In 
the course of calling meetings together with state medical societies, they 
make it very clear in their invitations that it’s a closed door gathering. 

Such a meeting was called in 1966; representatives from state medical 
societies were invited to a Round Table to discuss the “chiropractic 
problem” on a state level. The chiropractors were gaining political support 
and legislative recognition, and because of this, the Committee called this 
emergency meeting. On August 10, 1966, the letter went out to the state 
medical societies. Dr. Thomsen wrote, “the Committee on Quackery and 
the Department of Investigation felt that an informal ‘in the family’ 
gathering should be held to discuss the many problems involved with 
chiropractic legislation, with the best time being October 6, the day prior to 
the Third National Congress on Medical Quackery. The Seminar will be 
closed to the public and press. It will be open only to authorized state and 
county medical society representatives. By so doing,” he continued, “‘it is 
hoped there will be a full and frank discussion of the chiropractic 
problems.” Dr. Thomsen stressed that he wanted only authorized people at 
this meeting and instructed them to bring their attorney, legislative 
representatives, and their Quackery Committee Chairman to attend. 

The first week of October 1968, was declared AMA Law Week and a 
convention was called together. With conferences, committee meetings and 
seminars going on all through the week at the Drake Hotel in Chicago, the 
Committee on Quackery formed its Fourth National Congress on Health 
Quackery to coincide with the other conferences going on during that week. 
On August 16, 1968, invitations were sent out to state medical societies by 
Doyl Taylor to attend the Committee’s meetings. 

In what Taylor called “the year of decision” on chiropractic at the 
national level, he felt that this 1968 meeting would be of great value and 
could make 1969 the “‘year of decision at the state level.” 

As usual, the Committee called the states together to discuss tactics and 
strategy on how to stop the progress the chiropractors were making in 
legislation. “The Seminar on Chiropractic Legislation is a closed meeting,” 
Taylor instructed, “as you know, for designated representatives of State 
Medical Societies.” With the authority of the President calling a meeting of 
the National Security Council, Taylor detailed the security measures for the 
conference. “‘In order to keep this a closed meeting, where there can be free 
and open discussion,” he commanded, ‘“‘we will admit to the Chiropractic 
Seminar only those designated by you to represent your State Society.” 

These security precautions have been inherited down to the state 
societies. On Friday, August 6, 1971, the AMA Quackery Committee 
planned on holding a meeting in Chicago with county medical societies of 
the Midwest Region, with 12 states attending. Mr. Earl Thayer, Secretary of 
the State Medical Society of Wisconsin, sent out a form letter to all county 
medical societies inviting them to this meeting. In his letter, Mr. Thayer, 
keeping in line with security measures for such meetings, said, “It will be a 
closed meeting devoted to seeking solutions to chiropractic problems.” It is 
worthy to note that in the State of Wisconsin the Governor had, just prior 
to this meeting, signed a Bill which included chiropractic payments under 
the Workmen’s Compensation Law. 

Acting under the command of the AMA Quackery Committee, Thayer 
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instructed his county presidents and secretaries to send one or more 
representatives to the meeting in Chicago. Participants in this conference 
were to be housed overnight at the Regency Hyatt House off the Kennedy 
Expressway, but they were to be informed that “There is no reimbursement 
for expenses in attending this meeting.” 

The county medical societies were to hand pick their representatives in 
accord with security measures and Thayer explained, “To help us identify 
the Wisconsin delegation to this Conference, I would appreciate your 
advising me of the names of those from your society who plan to be in 
attendance.” 


“Behind the Scenes” Activities 


In presenting an overview of the activities of the Department of 
Investigation and the Committee on Quackery, as revealed in their minutes 
and other documents, the security precautions they take are 
understandable. Like a government intelligence agency, they have activities 
and sources of information about which they wouldn’t want anyone to find 
out. An example is the screening of over 31,000 job applicants in the 
medical community, something the FBI does for certain government 
applications. Another is the fact that in Michigan the Medical Society there 
has a file which contains more than 7,600 chiropractors’ names and where 
their practices are located in that state, alphabetically listed. 

Also in that state, the AMA’s former Vice Speaker of their House of 
Delegates, Dr. Louis Hayes, is acting as a Department of Investigation spy. It 
was revealed in a July 31, 1968 letter from M. A. Riley, of the Michigan 
State Medical Society, to Doyl Taylor, that Dr. Hayes was now an official of 
the Michigan State Medical Service. Using his appointed position, Dr. Hayes 
has been monitoring chiropractic activities in that state with regards to 
Medicaid, otherwise known as Title 18 & 19. 

Dr. Hayes in his unofficial capacity acts as the AMA’s “inside man” and 
overseer of chiropractic claims under Medicaid. Mr. Riley stated that the 
doctor is “our 18-19 fiscal agent, and has access to,”’ what he calls, “wierd 
claims for payment being made by chiropractors under Michigan Medicaid.” 

“If we’re called upon,”’ he continued to explain to Taylor, “we try to 
make a case for this being a small sample of the troubles Title 18 would 
inherit on a national scale, with accompanying cost.” 

In this way the AMA’s Committee on Quackery is conducting an 
espionage campaign to exclude chiropractic from health coverage plans on a 
national level. It is no wonder they want to keep their activites a secret from 
the public. 

Their latest effort to discredit the chiropractic profession lies in the field 
of chiropractic advertisements. Whether the Committee is trying to 
encourage and influence the Department of HEW, the US Post Office, the 
Federal Trade Commission or all three to “get the chiropractors”’ is 
uncertain. But for sure they are up to something, as was revealed in a memo 
from Doyl Taylor sent to executives of all 1,900 State and County Medical 
Societies designated “urgent.” “We have urgent need for chiropractic 
advertisements, leaflets or similar materials in writing by chiropractors,” he 
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explained in his August 2, 1971 memo, “that set out chiropractic’s claims to 
treat human diseases and, particularly, those that promote chiropractic 
instead of established medical care.” 

It is doubtful that such materials exist since the chiropractic profession 
not only works with MD’s but also acknowledges and recognizes “the 
established medical care.”” Taylor explained that he needed this material by 
August 20, 1971. For what reason, he did not say. He did say that, “I assure 
you I would not ask for this kind of hurry-up help if there were not the 
possibility of great advantage in it for all of us.” 

Taylor informed his recipients that he was sending this request only to 
the “State and County executives listed in the currce.it AMA Directory.” 

Secrecy in matters of this sort is of the utmost importance, for if the 
American and International Chiropractic Associations got wind of this, they 
would quickly put an end to it. 

Taylor, his Department and the Committee guard their correspondence, 
minutes, records and files under strict security. They screen what goes out 
in their letters, and even these are sent only to a select few. They do, 
however, show a total lack of respect for correspondence labeled 
confidential coming from outside their inner circle of secrecy. 

Through his network, Taylor got hold of the University of Colorado’s 
confidential records of the research going on there concerning chiropractic. 
Under the title of Confidential — not for publication, the officials at the 
University sent this information to a private physician in Denver. He in tum 
sent it to the Colorado State Medical Society. They in turn sent it to Taylor 
at the Department of Investigation. 

In his letter of May 18, 1971, Taylor wrote to Dr. Sabatier about his 
concern with the research going on at the University. Lacking any respect 
for the University’s request that this information be kept quiet, Taylor 
arrogantly leaked it to the Chairman of the Quackery Committee. Acting on 
behalf of the Department of Investigation, Taylor wrote, “We sent to you 
hana 4 the ‘confidential’ information sent to us by the Colorado Medical 

ociety.” 

In an eerie imitation of Orwellian “Big Brother,’ the Committee keeps 
its eye on things with the efficiency of the KGB. The medical world’s 
“thought police” keep a close eye on legislative hearings and testimonies in 
Washington, D.C. They move quickly against their “‘enemies,”’ those being 
anyone siding with the chiropractors at such government hearings. 

One such move was uncovered in Taylor’s July 21, 1971 memo to Harry 
Peterson, Director of the AMA Legislative Department. Taylor explained 
that he had “received from a source outside medicine three pages of printed 
report of testimony on H.R. 4155 and H.R. 703 before the House 
Subcommittee on Public Health and Welfare by Clinton R. Miller, vice 
president of the National Health Federation.” It is no closely guarded secret 
that the Committee on Quackery considers this group a foe. In a tone of 
disdain Taylor wrote, “This was extremely strong, even emotional, 
testimony in favor of chiropractic inclusion in these bills.”” He scornfully 
acclaimed, “It is obvious that the National Health Federation is, more and 
more, assuming the job of ‘fronting’ for the chiropractors.” In their behind 
the scenes tactics, the AMA quickly moved to discredit Mr. Miller’s 
favorable testimony concerning the chiropractors. Taylor made certain that 
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Mr. Peterson would receive an ample supply of the AMA’s Data Sheet on 
the National Health Federation, put together by the merchants of 
misinformation. “‘These sheets,” Taylor explained, “we have furnished the 
Washington office* and some members of Congress.” Perhaps Taylor felt if 
this “data sheet” got into the hands of the members of the Subcommittee 
the impact of Mr. Miller’s testimony would be lessened. 

“Realizing that it is virtually impossible to monitor all testimony on all 
bills,” Taylor continued, “and to read all subcommittee and committee 
reports, as you suggest, I do think all who share this responsibility, however, 
should be alerted to the fact that the National Health Federation is serving 
as a chiropractic spokesman in the Congress and, therefore, the same care 
should be used in monitoring its testimony as is done with that of the 
chiropractors themselves.” 

With the “thought police” monitoring Congressional committee hearings 
and moving to discredit testimony in favor of chiropractic, it is a wonder 
that the chiropractic profession is even considered in health legislation. 

The Committee on Quackery has availed itself to many different sources 
of information on chiropractic. They have been quite resourceful in 
™ mm oring the activities of the chiropractors in all operations of their 
paviession. 

One such fruitful area has been the monitoring of chiropractic claims 
under state Medicaid plans. In the State of California the American Health 
Systems, Inc., keeps a watchful eye on claims filed by chiropractors. It is 
the AHS’s job to maintain an accurate record of all claims made in that 
State’s newly developed computerized program in the San Joaquin and 
Tri-County Project. 

At a meeting held in Atlantic City with the AMA’s Department of Health 
Systems Research and Evaluation, Mr. Ed Zivot, of the AHS, Inc., made 
available to the AMA documentation for evaluating chiropractic services in 
California. Through the AHS, Inc., the Department of Investigation has 
been given access to privy information from their computer files on 
chiropractic. As was disclosed in an August 3, 1971 memo to Doyl Taylor 
from Bruce E. Balfe, Director of the AMA’s Department of Health Systems 
Research and Evaluation, “Since Chiropractors are eligible for payment 
under Medi-Cal through these two programs, the computerized files contain 
rather unique data on the activities of Chiropractors. These data are being 
made available to us for analysis of chiropractic practice that has not been 
possible heretofore.” 

It is worthy to note that this computerized system, being made available 
to the AMA’s “thought police,” has among other things a “patient profile” 
and a “provider profile.” The Committee of Big Brothers planned on 
selecting those patients with chiropractic claims from the patient profile 
memory banks and selecting Chiropractors from the provider profile to 
develop a “data base for analysis of the medical, financial, and 
administrative characteristics of chiropractic practice.” To further their 
propaganda campaign against the chiropractors the medical Big Brothers 
were planning on doing an analysis of all patients filing chiropractic claims. 
In scrutinizing the patient profiles, they could then provide for what Mr. 


*The AMA lobbying headquarters. 
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Balfe calls, “ta specific target group for educational programs” against 
chiropractors. 

His memo to Taylor further revealed, “Staff of the Center for Health 
Services Research and Development are communicating with representatives 
of the American Health Systems, San Joaquin, and Tri-County Project to 
firm up arrangements for obtaining and processing the data files.” 

In their negotiations with the AHS, Inc., the AMA received detailed 
descriptions of the claims which are covered in the computerized system, 
ranging from prescriptions and transportation fees for patients to hospitals, 
to X-rays and major medical expenses. Included, of course, were 100 
different types of claims for chiropractic services which the State of 
California pays under Medi-Cal. 

In his July 19, 1971 cover letter to the AMA, Mr. Zivot showed his 
gratitude to Mr. Balfe and said that he, “appreciated the opportunity of 
visiting with you and am excited about the prospects of future 
cooperation.” 

With the Committee having secret access to such computerized 
information, monitoring meetings, infiltrating chiropractic colleges, hiring 
outside writers to do exposes, monitoring legislative hearings in Washington 
and their other espionage activities, it is no wonder they said, “to make 
public some of its activities would have been and continues to be unwise.” 
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Documentation 


AMERICAN MEDICAL ASSOCIATION 
535 NORTH DEARBORN STREET » CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60610 + PHONE (B12) 527-1500 » TWX 910-221-0300 


UW Brvisicz 


BERNARD 0. MIASH, 
Disectm 


wae peer e 


M% DOYL TAYLOR, 
Ouectes 


Joscph A. Sabatier, Jr., N.D. 
2714 Canal Street, Suite 400 
New Orleans, Louisiana 70119 


Dear Doctor Sabaticr: 


Old Frog must have little skin left after the dehiding you gave him in 
your letter. The last paragraph of your letter, about which you ask my comment, 
certainly lays it on the line and should require some sort of reaction from hin. 


I am much concerned about tho so-called research program being conducted 
by Professor Chung Ha Suh at the University of Colorado. We sent to you yesterday 
the "confidential" information sent to us by the Colorado Medical ‘Society. 


When you read this as well as the ICA's report of their activities in the 
ICA Member Newsletter for April, you wonder exactly what is going on. Incidentally 
the April ICA Member: Newsletter was in' the addendun.for our committee neeting in 
Washington. As I seo it from here, the ICA has now contributed $11,000 to this 
so-called research, and it’s pretty obvious that the university is a little sensitive 
about the project. My major concern is that.it appears the project will be based 
On materials supplied by chiropractors, such as their x-rays, etc., etc. The 
mention of human experimentation also gives me pause. 


In the ICA Member Newsletter discussions of this project, you will note 
that Dr. Suh refers to "we have the problem of explaining to M.D.'s." 


The alternatives, atQhis point, appear to be either to go to the medical 
school at Colorado in some form to see how it is involved in the project, or sinply 
to lot it alone and seo if tho Colorado engineers can actually find anything that 
can’ be of’value to‘chiropractic. I am-not medically enough informed ta know whether 
engineering studies of spinal mechanics could prove anything worthwhile to chiro- 
practicy or not. If this is just another wheel-spinning project by chiropractic, 
we might be just as well off to let them pour thoir money into it’ without any .result 


I would appreciate your opinions. 
Sincerely yours, 


H. Doy2 Taylor 


Asstheal foreitot 5 
LAAaY Me Lys § 


Colorado iledical Society 


“st 
1809 East 18th Avenue « Darver, Colorado 80218 
Telephone 399-1222 « Area Code 303 


Executive Offices 


May 13, 1971 


Mr. H. Doyl Taylor 
Director 


Department of Investigation 
American Medical Association. 
535 North Dearborn Street 
Chicago, I}linois 60610 


Dear Doy]: 
PD 


Enclosed Is some tnformation on Dr. Chung-Ha Sih and his studies involving 
the International Chiropractors ‘Assoctation at the University of Colorado. 


This is information which we received on a confidential basis and, there- 
fore, we would request that you hold the sources in confidence. 


Sincerely yours, 
igh, 
a 9 Ly eT 


tarry H. Miller 
7 Assistant Executive Secretary 


LHM/dh 
Enclosure 


RECEIVED 


MAY 17197) 


DEPANTISENT: UF 
IYESTISATION 


®ocrors 


ATKINS, URV/ILLER ANO ASHKAR { 
1932 CaYLono sracer ‘ 12 73 
OENVER, COLORADO 60206 pi 
3858-4853 i FILE | 
OCLE M. AVaINS. m8. 
renee piuielcans igs PRACTICE LIMITED TO UROLOGY May ‘12, 1971 CG 
SOUS 6. ABMNRAR, 02.0. 


CONFIDENTCAL = NOT. FOR PUBLICATION 


Mr. Donald G. Derry 
Executive Secretary 
Colorado Medical Socicty 
1809 East 18th Avenua 
Dear Don, 


Enclosed is the material that you asked mo to. gct 
concerning Dr. Caung-ia Suh. 


Sincerely yours, 


VU ae 


Dale H. Atkins. M.D. 
DMAzmg 
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IV. Chiropractic Investigation -=- Mr. Throckmorton reported on this 


subject. The Department of Investigation needs and will omploy an additional 


man to develop contacts with investigators. The Department is interviewing men 


for this job. This would be of help in chiropractic investigation. 


Mr, Throckmorton also suggosted using Polk County, Iowa, in a pilot 


project to find out what happens to patients of physicians when they visit such 


places ds Excelsior Springs, Clear Lake, etc. A questionnaire in this regard 


might be effective in determining how physicians themselves feel about chiro- 


practic and other forms of quackery, and what physicians are discovering about 


these practices. Mr. Throckzorton stated that our objective was to obtain more 


up-to-date information, so that we could distribute it to the state and local 


medical societies. 


Dr. Sabatier said that in every state there is information, but it has 
to be placed in the proper channel. A special committee in each state night be 
helpful, 


Dr. Thomsen stressed the great need for this material to be kept current. 


Otherwise, it is useless information. 


Mr. Field suggested that it would be feasible to send a man to attend 


some practice building courses. 


VY. Objective Evaluation of the Esticacy of Chiropractic -- Mr. Youngerss 


indicated that two chiropractic agencies attempted to obtain accreditation fron 


the Department of Health, Education, and Welfare. Otis Anderson, M.D., of the 


AMA Washington Office, discussed this matter with R. Orrin Cornett, Ph.D., a 


physicist, employed by the Office of Education of HEY. In this conversation, 


Dr. Anderson learned that the Anerican Chiropractic Association has not submittec 


a formal application, and Dr. Cornett did not expect an offical application in 
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TO: Board of Trustees 
FROM: Committee on Quackery: Joseph A. Sabatier, Jr., M.D., Chairman 
H. Thomas Ballantine, M.D. 
Clarence H, Denser, Jr., M.D. 
Henry I, Fineberg, M.D. 
David B. Stevens, M.D. 
H. Doyl Taylor, Secretary 
DATE: January 4, 1971 


wer wre ee 6 ee ee = ee — ne — rn er er nn een 


Since the AMA Boerd of Trustees’ cecision, at its meeting on November 2-3, 
21963, to establish a Committee on Quackery, your Committee has considered its 
prime mission to be, first, the containment of chiropractic and, ultinately, the 
elimination of chiropractic. 


Your Committee believes it is well along in its first mission and is, at 
the same time, moving toward the ultimate goal. This, then, might be considered 
&@ progress report on developments in the past seven years. The Committee has 
not previously submitted such a report because it believes that to make public 
some of its activities would have been and contiaues to be unwise. Thus, this 
xseport is intended only for the information of the Board of Trustees. 


With establishment of the Committee on Quackery, in 1964, extensive study 
was made to determine exactly what chiropractic is and where it is most vulnerable 
to public exposure. At the same time, it became apparent that an intra-professional 
educational campaign on chiropractic was of prime importance. 


Surveys of chiropractic school admission requirements and faculties were 
conducted and the results published. Pamphlets were produced and distributed. 
A slide-film presentation was developed and used in ever-growing Speaking engage- 
ments before medical groups. An exhibit was constructed and used as a vehicle 
to inform the medical profession at the local, state and nutional levels. 


Then, at the Third National Congress on Health Quackery in 1966, chiropractic 
was included as a major part of the public program for the first time. (It was 
given an even greater exposure at the Fourth National Congress on Health Quackery 
in 1968.) 


Two major occurrences in 1966 are noteworthy. First, the U.S. Suprene Court 
affirmed a federal district court dscisior holding, in effcct, that a state has 
the right to refuse to license chiropractors unless they have the same qualifications 
as Doctors of Medicine. Your Committee and its staff assisted in this case. Secoad, 
as recommended by your Committee and as submitted by the Board of Trustees, the 
AMA House. of Delegates, for the first time, adopted a specific statenent oz policy 
on chiropractic, 
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Chapter Three 
THE PROSTITUTE WRITER 


At Their Own Risk, the Case Against Mr. Smith 


Quite often, because of legalities, the AMA must resort to hiring outside 
writers to author their misinformation. Articles of this sort, written by 
“professionals” also add to the impact of their propaganda that sources 
outside the “medical world” all know that chiropractic is an “unscientific 
cult.” 

One such “prostitute writer’ is Ralph Lee Smith. Having been associated 
with the Department of Investigation’s Doyl Taylor since the mid-60’s, their 
friendship has proven most lucrative for Mr. Smith. He published several 
articles on chiropractic for the AMA in Today’s Health. and with the data 
made available to him from Taylor’s files, he published additional articles on 
chiropractic in national magazines. He has appeared, for a fee, as a speaker 
at National Health Quackery Congresses, and as a result of his association 
with the AMA has authored a book on chiropractic entitled, At Your Own 
Risk, The Case Against Chiropractic. 

Much of the information contained in the Department of Investigation’s 


files on chiropractic schools — The Parker and Palmer schools for 
Chiropractic — are a direct result of Mr. Smith’s espionage activities for that 
department. 


It was revealed in the minutes of the Committee’s meeting held on 
September 7, 1966, that Ralph Lee Smith was hired as an agent to infiltrate 
the Parker School of Practice at the suggestion of the Committee. On page 
three of these minutes it was noted that, “It was suggested that Ralph Lee 
Smith, a free lance writer who had previously written for the AMA, be hired 
to attend the chiropractic practice-building course on his own and write a 
story on his attendance for Today’s Health.” 

Smith’s espionage activities didn’t end there. He also infiltrated the 
Palmer School posing as a patient. He turned up again in Fort Worth, Texas, 
posing as a chiropractor at the Parker Chiropractic Research Foundation 
and attended a three day course there. 

Almost since its onset, the Committee has employed Mr. Smith on an 
“unofficial” basis. It started back in 1965 when Mr. Youngerman reported 
at the February 7, 1965 Committee meeting, that “more writers will be 
writing on this subject (chiropractic) in the future.” 

During 1965, Smith wrote a series of articles on chiropractic for the 
AMA. It was uncovered in a personal letter to the author from Doy] Taylor 
written on December 10, 1965, that he was in the direct pay of the 
Department of Investigation, although he and his articles have been 
promoted as work done by an “‘outsider” and an “independent” writer. 

Taylor’s salutation was a warm and friendly one when he started his 
letter off with ‘Dear Ralph.” He went on to write, “Enclosed is a check for 
$200 which we hope arrives in time to help you with your Christmas 
shopping.” Taylor revealed that, ‘This completes payment for the series of 
articles you wrote that we intend to adapt to a series of data sheets.’ He 
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went on to describe that Smith’s writing for the Department of 
Investigation “was a good project and that it is going to be worthwhile for 
us.’’ He added, “I hope it was a worthwhile project for you, too.” 

Smith must have been too busy spending the “funny money” on himself 
in Greenwich Village to bother with typing a reply to Taylor’s letter. The 
best he could come up with was a scribbled “thanks very much!” with a line 
pointing to the two hundred dollars on the top of Taylor’s letter and a 
printed “Merry Christmas to All,” on the bottom and sent it back to him. 
It’s ironic that a man who could write tens of thousands of words against 
chiropractic could muster only a few for his master who paid for those 
words. Perhaps Mr. Smith felt that his efforts as a writer and agent for the 
Department of Investigation were unjustly rewarded. 

In addition to installment payments from Taylor, Ralph Smith received 
the AMA’s Journalism Award for 1965 for his fine work and $1,000 witha 
plaque to hang next to his model airplanes in his small “bachelor” 
apartment in the heart of the gay Greenwich Village. 

In the years to follow, as the record shows, “Dear Ralph,” the 
“prostitute writer,’ would receive more than his due for “services rendered” 
to the AMA and Taylor’s merchants of misinformation. 

In 1966, Smith was working on a book The Medicine Men, planning to 
have Thomas Y. Crowell publish it in the fall of ’66. The expose on 
chiropractic was never released according to Smith, but he did send it to 
Taylor for his use. The unfinished manuscript was sent to Taylor on 
February 8, 1966, with a note scribbled on the top of the first page, “For 
confidential use by the AMA Department of Investigation,” signed Ralph 
Lee Smith. The manuscript revealed that Smith had continued his spy 
activities and had gone this time to Spears Chiropractic Hospital in Denver, 
Colorado, posing as a patient in order to covertly obtain ‘“‘first hand” 
information for his book. 

Over the years his talents as an “authority” on chiropractic have been 
called upon by members of the medical world. He has pocketed hundreds of 
dollars received at speaking engagements all over the country, made possible 
by Doyl Taylor promoting Smith as an extremely knowledgeable author, 
who, because of his “extensive investigation,’ is an authority on 
chiropractic. 

In 1967, Taylor encouraged Thomas H. Murphy, Public Information 
Director of the State Medical Society of Wisconsin, to contact Smith and 
arrange for him to participate as a speaker at a conference sponsored by that 
society. On August 4, 1967, Murphy wrote Smith in New York and on 
Taylor’s suggestion invited him to speak on chiropractic. The conference 
was to take place in Milwaukee Auditorium on Tuesday, November 14, 
1967, and an hour was set aside for Smith’s presentation on chiropractic. 
“While our budget is limited,” Murphy said, “we are able to offer all 
speakers a $100 honorarium plus travel and living expenses.”’ In a calculated 
move, the Public Information Director outlined his plot to Smith. ; 

Murphy said that “We have been anxious, in choosing speakers for this 
program, to avoid physicians wherever possible.” The reason, he explained, 
was so the chiropractors could not “rely on their familiar accusation of a 
medical vendetta.” He explanined that because Smith was “‘a layman with 
an excellent track record in combating chiropractic, including your 
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experience at Spears, you can not only bring authority to your remarks, but 
you are free of the ‘taint’ of medicine.” 

It is an outright lie to say that Smith was free of the “taint” of 
medicine, for as the record proves, Smith’s friendship with Taylor was the 
corrupt and contaminating influence which lead to this, and many more, 
speaking engagements. 

In April of 1968, at the pay of the AMA, Ralph Lee Smith wrote another 
article for Today’s Health — “The Incredible Drown Case.” In a March 26, 
1968 letter to Taylor, Smith gave to the AMA, “unrestricted permission to 
reprint, in whole or in part,”’ that article. He gave the same unrestricted 
permission “to reprinting of the Parker Seminar article when it appears.” 
Thousands of reprints of this article have since been distributed all over the 
country by the manufacturers of misinformation. Later that year, on 
October 3rd, Ralph Lee Smith turned over some more pocket money when 
he appeared as a speaker at a seminar on chiropractic legislation and called 
for legislation to be enacted to do away with chiropractors. 

Again, in 1969, he received an invitation to speak on chiropractic. In his 
December 12th letter to Smith, Larry L. Pickering, the Executive Director 
of the Fort Wayne Medical Society said, “Your friend Doyl Taylor, of the 
AMA Department of Investigation, indicated that you might be available to 
speak in Fort Wayne.” In his offering the Executive Director said, ‘“‘We pay 
an honorarium of $150.00 plus all expenses.” The meeting, he said, would 
be “on May 4, 1971, on the Chiropractic problem.” 

It would appear that Taylor’s duties as Director of the Department of 
Investigation include acting as Smith’s business manager in promoting and 
booking his speaking engagements at medical meetings across the country. 

The President of the Kentucky Medical Society wrote to Smith on April 
2, 1970 making its offer to Smith to speak at their luncheon in Louisville on 
September 23rd. “Our mutual acquaintance,” Dr. Cawood said, “Mr. Doyl 
Taylor, has highly recommended you to us.” He must have done a fine job 
in building Smith up as a speaker for the doctor to entice him with “a $300 
honorarium for your appearance” and all expenses paid. 

Not all medical societies have been happy to pay Smith for his 
“professional” commentary on chiropractic at their meetings, which some 
felt, after hearing what he had to say, were amateurish. 

At an annual dinner held in early 1971, between the Burlington County 
Medical Society in New Jersey and that County’s Bar Association, Smith 
spoke on chiropractic. Present at this dinner were professionals from the 
legal community as well as doctors. The Medical Society had called upon 
Smith to speak for a short period and paid him an honorarium of $200. All 
expenses paid was not part of the arrangement between Smith and Dr. Irwin 
Smith, because Ralph only had to drive a little over an hour from his 
apartment in New York City to the Cherry Hill Lodge, where the dinner 
took place. In addition, the dinner would take but a few hours and after his 
short talk Ralph Lee Smith could get on the New Jersey Turnpike and be 
home all in the same night. 

On March 20, 1971, one month after the arrangements were made, Dr. 
Meyer L. Abrams, President of the Burlington Medical Society, wrote Dr. 
Ernest Howard, Executive Vice President of the AMA, expressing his 
contempt and indignation regarding Ralph Lee Smith’s appearance at the 
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lawyer-doctor dinner. 


“We were very disappointed in Mr. Smith’s talk,” which Dr. Abrams 
described as, “an amateurish presentation quoting and reading extensively 
from his book (At Your Own Risk — The Case Against Chiropractic).” He 
added, “He made little impact on the audience which included a 
Congressman, legislators, judges and lawyers as well as physicians.” Holding 
back little resentment he continued, “‘His fee of $200 had been previously 
agreed upon, but we were incensed at his temerity in presenting additional 
bills for hotel, telephone and travel which were not contracted for.” 

In his letter to Mr. Smith sent the same day, Dr. Abrams was a little more 
liberal in expressing his bottled-up contempt for this man. He wrote, “The 
fee of $200 we feel is rather a handsome one, expecially in view of the 
quality of your speech, which was really not a speech at all, but essentially a 
reading of selected, underlined, and often inappropriate passages directly 
from the pages of your book.” 

He said that although “the program was designed to garner the support 
of the lawyers against chiropractic, many of the lawyers and doctors present 
felt that your presentation not only fell far short of the mark, but may have 
accomplished an opposite result.” 

Because of the fact that when the arrangements were made, Smith 
indicated that he would be returning to New York that same night, no 
additional expenses were contemplated or budgeted for by the medical 
society. However the doctor said to Smith, ‘Nevertheless, in an attempt to 
compromise our differences, | am authorized to inform you that our 
Society will pay the hotel bill,” as he indignantly put it, ‘‘although we feel 
you have unfairly dumped this bill onto us, but that we feel you have 
already received more than adequate compensation to cover your expenses, 
including travel.’ 

Not being happy with just sticking them with his extra expenses, Mr. 
Smith finagled the Burlington County Medical Society to purchase 150 
copies of his book from the AMA to be distributed as a memento to the 
dinner guests. 

News of Dr. Abrams’ angry letter got to Doyl Taylor and on April 8, 
1971, he sent his rebuttal to the doctors. “Your letter is most distressing, 
for various reasons we will attempt to explain to you.’’ In defense of his 
friend, “Dear Ralph,” Taylor outlined his credentials: ‘While he was 
devoting his time to free-lance writing, Mr. Smith established himself as an 
extremely talented researcher and writer in the field of health quackery.” 

Failing to detail the espionage work Smith did for the Department of 
Investigation over the years Taylor, however, did explain that ‘The facilities 
of this department during those years were made available to Mr. Smith as 
he researched various health quackery problems.” 

In attempting to take the responsibility for Smith’s blunder at the dinner 
off the AMA, Taylor said, “Our experience with Mr. Smith as a speaker has 
been quite limited, but essentially good.” 

In his attempt to excuse Smith’s amateur presentation at the dinner, all 
Taylor could come up with was “‘Smith has been doing graduate work at 
Columbia University the last two years, I believe, and has done little or no 
writing during this period.” Taylor, wanting to have no part in the blame for 
Smith’s weak talk, lied when he said, “During the same period, we have had 


38 


little contact with him.” 

Setting up similar speaking engagements all over the country during those 
years and acting like his business manager could hardly be considered little 
contact with Smith. “We had no knowledge of his appearance at your 
society’s meeting and regret that it did not go well,” he added. At the 
bottom of the two page rebuttal it was noted that Taylor sent a copy to 
Ralph Lee Smith. 

After a long delay Smith wrote Taylor explaining his side of the story. 
Smith’s May 11, 1971 letter was written with vindictive determination to 
ostracize Dr. Irwin Smith. 

In his letter, which fluctuated with indecision, Ralph Lee Smith first said 
of the doctor, “Dr. Smith is of course entitled to his low opinion of my 
presentation.’ On the other hand he said, “I don’t know what is wrong with 
this man.” 

In defense of his arrogant, pontificating demands that the Medical 
Society pay for his expenses Smith said, “‘Dr. Smith’s attitude toward the 
payment of my expenses is unique in my experience of ten years of 
lecturing to meetings and groups of medical societies.” In his tongue-lashing 
of Dr. Smith he added, “I was shocked, and I told him so in no uncertain 
terms in my response to his letter.” 

The “prostitute writer” told his friend Doyl, that the reason he relied 
directly on the text of his book was to supplement his talk with factual 
information, saying he had no alternative. The doctor felt otherwise — like 
Ralph’s abilities were so poor as a speaker he had no choice but to read 
from his book. 

This is the man that the Committee on Quackery says is ‘‘an extremely 
knowledgeable author” and who Taylor promotes to medical societies 
throughtout the country to be billed as an “independent” writer who is an 
expert on chiropractic. 

Well, the Burlington County Medical Society was one group who felt, 
and rightfully so, that the ‘prostitute writer’s” fee was an unjust mark-up 
for his services rendered. 

Ralph Lee Smith’s book, At Your Own Risk, The Case Against 
Chiropractic, is a biased attack on the profession of chiropractic based on 
his experiences while under the pay of the AMA. Much of the book’s 
contents are from articles he had written for the AMA publications. He 
writes of his experiences at the Parker School of Chiropractic, which he 
infiltrated on the recommendation of the Committee on Quackery and was 
paid for his “expose” in Today’s Health as a result of his espionage activities 
for them. 

He writes about his experiences at the Palmer School of Chiropractic, 
where he planted himself as a patient. He writes about his adventurous spy 
activities at the Chiropractic Seminar in Fort Worth. He also devoted a 
chapter to the Spears Chiropractic Hospital in Denver, Colorado. Back in 
1966, Smith had reported his activities there to Taylor at the AMA’s 
Department of Investigation and noted on the top of the first page of that 
document, ‘‘For confidential use by AMA Department of Investigation.” | 

Smith’s association with Taylor and his crew was certainly a contributing 
factor in his decision to write this manuscript of misinformation and in 
many areas of the book he just repeated that for which he had already been 
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paid by the AMA. 

The Committee on Quackery showed great interest in Smith’s book long 
before it was ever published by Pocket Books, in July, 1969. 

Fourteen months before it was released, the merchants of 
misinformation were discussing plans on how to disseminate Smith’s and for 
all practical purposes, the Department of Investigation’s, book. On May 10, 
1968, the Committee’s minutes disclosed some very revealing facts regarding 
who was going to make the book a success. 

The Committee insured the success of Smith’s book through behind the 
scenes negotiations with the distributor of the book. The Committee 
reported that “Preliminary discussions between staff and the publishers 
indicate the publisher’s willingness to supply the books to AMA at greatly 
reduced prices for bulk orders.” With the book being published in both 
hardcover and paperback, this advance order coming from the AMA would 
certainly “whet the appetite” of any publisher. 

“The Committee on Quackery,” the minutes uncovered, “recommends 
that the Board of Trustees authorize the Executive Vice President to obtain 
sufficient quantities of this book.” The purpose, of course, was to see that 
this masterpiece of misinformation be distributed all over the country to 
saturate the minds of the people, thus furthering their goal to “eliminate 
chiropractic.” 

With the insurance that their slanted and biased views on chiropractic 
were duplicated by the “prostitute writer,” the Committee recorded in their 
minutes that the book was “‘the first of its kind ever written,” and it “‘can 
serve a major function in the AMA’s continuing program of education 
(indoctrination) of the public about chiropractic.” 

Having the unedited copy of Ralph Lee Smith’s manuscript in hand long 
before it was published, the Committee on Quackery was certainly in the 
position to make editorial changes and remarks before it ever reached the 
desk of some publisher in New York over a year later. 

As early as 1965, the Committee had a hand in Smith’s writing on 
chiropractic with regards to editing and publishing his works. 

It was noted at a 1965 meeting that the Committee had knowledge of an 
article which Smith was going to have published in True magazine. Although 
the article had been anticipated to come out in December, the Committee 
already had a copy in February of that year. Again they were in the position 
to “call the shots,” as it were, regarding Smith’s article. 

The Committee on Quackery again got their “fingers in the pie,” when 
on May 10, 1968, they met to discuss two articles which Smith had written. 
Still in unpublished form the Committee moved to make “‘certain” changes 
in Smith’s article. “The Committee discussed the articles entitled “The 
Incredible Drown Case’ (later to become part of his book, At Your Own 
Risk) and ‘A Golden Touch for Chiropractors,’ by Ralph Lee Smith.” The 
minutes uncovered that the merchants of misinformation had ‘“‘suggested 
that paragraph two on page 11 of Mr. Smith’s article on chiropractic clinics 
(additional addendum) be edited.”” The Committee then voted that “The 
revision of the paragraph will be submitted by the Committee to the editor 
of Today’s Health. 

With the merchants of misinformation editing Smith’s articles over the 
years, one can not dispute the fact that his articles were under the direct 
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influence of the Committee. One can not disregard the possibility of his 
book having the same treatment that his articles have undergone. 

With all this behind the scenes “cooperation” between the Committee 
and Smith, they still had the audacity to bill his book as an “independent 
work.”” 


At the Committee's Risk, or The Case Against Ralphie 


The Committee’s underhanded manipulation to promote Smith’s book, 
At Your Own Risk, as an independent work can only be described as sheer 
insolence to the public’s intelligence. 

Over two years prior to the publication of the book, the Committee was 
planning on its distribution being billed as independent and having no taint 
of the AMA. At their September 15, 1967 meeting, the Committee “was 
informed that free-lance writer Ralph Lee Smith is proposing to write a 
book on chiropractic.” To whom he was making this proposal was not 
noted in the minutes but one can only assume that, because of the very 
nature of the word “free lance”? meaning a contributor to periodicals, etc., 
and one not regularly employed by them, it was to the AMA. 

It was noted, “This book would be privately published.” But the 
disseminators of misinformation said, “The Committee endorsed the 
purchasing of a quantity of these books, by the AMA.” 

Again the subject of Smith’s proposed book came up at the January 12, 
1968 Committee meeting. This time in addition to buying up large 
quantities of the still unpublished book, the Committee discussed the 
“Consideration of AMA purchase and distribution of the book.” 

Four months later, at their May 10 meeting, the Committee went into 
finite details as to the distribution of Smith’s still unpublished book. In 
addition to serving as an excellent “educational” piece of propaganda for 
the AMA they said it ‘“‘should be given the widest possible distribution.” 
Recommending to the Board of Trustees to purchase large quantities of 
books from the publisher, at reduced prices for bulk order, the Committee 
felt that these then be made available at a very minimum to the following: 

““1, Major libraries throughout the country. (Libraries will not stock 
paperback books, so this will require acquisition of the hard-cover 
edition).” 

This alone would require buying up thousands and thousands of books to go 
into libraries across the country. 

“2. Each state and major medical society, with urging that these 
component and constituent societies obtain sufficient paperback 
copies, so members of the state legislatures and additional libraries 
would be supplied copies.” 

The medical societies alone number near 2,000, not to mention the 
legislatures and additional libraries. The Committee went on to recommend 
that each state and county medical society should “provide them to 
physicians, members and to guidance counselors in the high schools in their 
areas.’’ This would then bring the number of books to be purchased into the 
tens of thousands. 

“3. Each member of the Congress and other personnel in government 
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concerned with chiropractic. 

4. Participants at the Fourth National Congress on Health Quackery.” 
These two markets for distribution would add near another 1,500 copies of 
the book. 

5. Inclusion in the chiropractic packet that is distributed on a 
selective basis by the AMA Department of Investigation in answer 
to physician, educational, health agency and other inquiries about 
chiropractic.” 

With this plan for distribution of Smith’s book, the AMA could count on 
a nice piece of the action from their mark-up in the sales of the book. Not 
to mention the money Smith was to make from the AMA’s plan. 

In September of 1968, the Committee “submitted a request to the AMA 
Board of Trustees for appropriations for the purchase of the copies of the 
book. With the publication of the book still 10 months away the AMA 
Committee on Quackery was making certain they would have enough 
money on hand to buy up a large quantity of Smith’s book. 

In July, 1969, Doyl Taylor disclosed in the minutes of the Committee’s 
meeting held on the 11th that, “the publishers and he had discussed the 
promotion of the book. He then outlined the details of projects in which 
the American Medical Association plans to distrubute the book.” 

That same month Taylor sent a form letter to the 1,900 state and county 
medical societies outlining his instructions for their purchasing Smith’s 
book. He stated, “The AMA has made arrangements with the publishers to 
an you a copy of the paperback, which you should receive in the near 

uture.”” 

In addition, he explained, “the AMA has made arrangements also for a 
supply of the paperbacks and one copy of the hard cover to be sent to each 
State Medical Society.” He added that a hard cover edition had been sent to 
each of the largest libraries in the country. 

Then, acting in his capacity as retail book outlet, Taylor said, 
“Additional copies of both the paperback and hard cover printing of this 
book have been obtained also by the AMA. Orders for additional copies 
should be sent to Order Department, American Medical Association, 535 
North Dearborn Street, Chicago, Illinois 60610.” 

With the command of a carnival barker, Taylor sent down his bargin 
prices, “For the hardbound (book) copies, reorder prices have been set at 
$4.95 each for from one to 10 copies and $2.95 each for 11 or more.” He 
added that the retail price of the book was $4.95. For the paperback copies 
he announced, “reorder prices have been set at 95 cents for one to 10 copies 
and 50 cents for 11 or more,” adding that the retail price for the paperback 
is 95 cents. 

Following his sales pitch Taylor closed with, ‘We believe this 
independently written, privately published book will be another major tool 
that can be used in medicine’s continuing attempts to inform the public, in 
general, and the legislators, in particular, about the evils of chiropractic.” 

In October of 1969, Taylor had the Publication Circulation Department 
of the AMA sketch out a rough copy for a proposed ad of Smith’s book. It 
was sent to the Corporate Law Department’s director, Mr. Arnold J. Streich, 
for his comments and changes if any. He looked over the proposed ad, 
commented on a few changes and said, “‘I have added the words ‘Available 
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from AMA through special arrangements with the publisher. Send order to 
AMA,.. .” This is intended to avoid any implication that the book, At Your 
Own Risk, isan AMA publication.” 

He also noted in his dispatch to Linda Lietzke, of the publication 
department, that it was his understanding that Smith’s book would “be 
listed in stock as one of our own publications and will be shown as such in 
mailings to physicians, etc.” 

With this type of promotion of Smith’s book it is a wonder that it hasn’t 
hit the New York Times Best Seller List. 

The ad was submitted to the AMA News, JAMA and the New Physician 
(a publication of the Students of the AMA). It was also hoped that the book 
ad would be picked up by the New York Times Book Review, The Chicago 
Tribune and Saturday Review. 

With the Committee and Taylor doing all the promotion of the book, 
distributing, designing ads, etc., the publishers in New York had little to do, 
except get it printed, to ensure sales of Smith’s book. 

The Committee on Quackery, at a Regional Conference on Health 
Quackery — Chiropractic, held on May 1, 1970, at the Sheraton-Plaza Hotel 
in Boston, had the obstinateness to speak of Smith’s book as if it were an 
independent work. They said ‘“‘a book entitled AT YOUR OWN RISK: The 
Case Against Chiropractic, was published by Simon and Schuster affiliates in 
August — a book authored by Ralph Lee Smith after personal, penetrating 
investigation of chiropractic.” Never once was it mentioned that some of his 
“personal”’ penetration was sponsored, endorsed, intiated and paid for by 
the Committee. 

Mr. Smith was quoted from his book as reaching the conclusion about 
chiropractic that, “Its practice should therefore be prohibited, and its 
personnel should be retrained to enter other professions.” This was made 
out to be the author’s own views on chiropractic as presented in his 
“independent” book. 

This idea of retraining chiropractors was also mentioned by Dr. Sabatier 
to the Vice-President of the Palmer College of Chiropractic. It is almost 
impossible to determine whose idea it was first since both gentlemen claim 
title to it. 

At this meeting, Dr. Sabatier presented other quotes from Smith’s book 
giving them the appearance that they were coming from someone other than 
the AMA. He quoted, from the book, Smith’s ideas on steps to be taken by 
legislatures with regards to licensure of chiropractic when he said, “The first 
step, and one that must be taken immediately, is to prohibit further use of 
X ray by chiropractors . . . The next step is for each state to create an 
orderly program for withdrawing chiropractic licenses.” 

Here is a classic example of “which came first, the chicken or the egg?” 
As this familiar tactic for eliminating chiropractic has come up time and 
again through the years at the Committee meetings, it would almost seem 
that Dr. Sabatier was reading the transcript of some of the Committee on 
Quackery’s minutes when he was addressing the group in Boston. 

The similarities between the Committee’s views and Smith’s manuscript 
are, more often than not, no coincidence. I quote Mr. Smith’s book from 
Chapter Eleven, page 143: “Throughout this book the author has quoted a 
number of scientific authorities on various specific aspects of chiropractic 
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theory and practice.” The “authorities” he mentions in the book are either 
members of the AMA or from the State Medical or County Medical 
Societies or groups who have been influenced by the AMA’s prejudice, such 
as the FDA, HEW, or the US Post Office Depart ment. 

Addressing the reader he continues, “These statements, along with other 
material already set forth,” obtained of course through his espionage 
activities for Taylor’s Department, “may have amply convinced the reader 
that,” now get this, “there is no scientific basis for chiropractic.’’ The 
“prostitute writer” turned AMA “‘mouth piece,” paraphrases the merchants 
of misinformation throughout his book. It’s no wonder they are seeing to it 
that the book is distributed all over the country. 

The Committee on Quackery had in the past also distributed other 
articles and books that Ralph Lee Smith wrote. This is nothing new to 
them. 

In New York State, through the University of the State of New York, 
The State Education Department Bureau of Elementary & Secondary 
Curriculum Development, the AMA made available many of its pamphlets 
of misinformation for use in the school system. 

In what is called the Strand IV Environmental and Community Health 
Consumer Health (prototype curriculum materials for the elementary and 
secondary grades), the AMA managed to have included for Grades 4-6 as 
reading material, Ralph Lee Smith’s book, The Health Hucksters. For the 
Grades 7, 8 & 9 they had Smith’s The Bargain Hucksters in addition to The 
Health Hucksters. 

Also made available through the AMA were Smith’s articles from Today’s 
Health, “The Incredible Drown Case” and “Golden Touch for 
Chiropractors,” for Grades 10, 11, & 12. This of course was an all out effort 
to get their manufactured madness into the hands of millions of school 
children in New York State to further their course of indoctrination against 
the chiropractic profession. 

The chiropractors got ‘‘wind” of this, and placed a phone call to the NY 
State Department of Education in Albany. Without any questions, the NY 
State Education Department deleted all references to chiropractic. This 
action by New York State would certainly lend itself to some doubt as to 
the credibility of the “scientific” materials set forth by the AMA. Also, the 
creditability of the author of the chiropractic articles would be in question 
if, based only on a phone call, the NY State Education Department 
withdrew all references to chiropractic from their proposed curriculum. 

However, the distribution of Smith’s book has not yet received the same 
reception as did the AMA materials in New York State. Yet his “business 
manager,” Doyl Taylor, continued to plug Smith’s book and is seeing to it 
that it gets wide exposure in its distribution. 

Doyl Taylor described to Dr. Abrams in his April 8, 1971 letter, that, 
“The AMA purchase of these books in quantity was entirely a contractural, 
commercial arrangement with the publishers.”’ He then deceitfully said that 
the publishers “had complete control of the content of the book, its 
publication, etc.”” Considering how Smith got the information and material 
for the book and who paid him for some of it, Taylor’s statement to Dr. 
Abrams is far from the truth and is in fact a shameless lie. 

In their July 13, 1971, submission of their Annual Report for July 1, 
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1970-June 30, 1971, the Committee stated that the “Continued AMA 
promotion of the book AT YOUR OWN RISK: The Case Against 
Chiropractic resulted in continued high demand.” 

Their interest in the sale of Smith’s book is quite understandable and 
serves a two-fold purpose. First, by wide distribution of this misinformation 
they can accomplish their indoctrination of the legislators, educators, 
youth, guidance counselors, their own members and the general. public. 
Secondly, they make a nice profit from the sales of the book and will 
continue to promote Smith’s book as an “independent work”’ adding flavor 
to their tactics that “‘everyone knows that chiropractic is evil.” Since this 
book is coming from a so-called “outsider,” this would certainly encourage 
their 250,000 members to purchase a copy of the book from the AMA. 

As Leo E. Brown, Assistant to the Executive Vice-President of the AMA, 
revealed in his May 13, 1971 letter to a doctor in Allentown, Pa., “As you 
know, we worked very closely with Mr. Smith while he was writing this 
book and since sold approximately 200,000 copies.” 

The current figures are not known as to the exact sales of the book to 
date, but judging from the letter written last year, 250,000 to 300,000 
would be a safe figure. 

‘ With this type of money coming in, it is little wonder that Ralph Lee 
Smith went into semi-retirement soon after the book came out, returning to 
Columbia University in New York City. 

Picking up where he left off in 1955, Smith was taking courses in Public 
Law and Government, adding to his 30 credits of graduate work. Having 
graduated from Swarthmore College with a BA degree in English in 1951, he 
is listed as continuing at Columbia University in 1954-55. To his curriculum 
vita, Mr. Smith fails to list his attendance at the US Air Force Academy. 
Perhaps this is because, as a reliable source at the Academy stated, he left 
under “‘questionable circumstances.” 

With a successful career as a writer behind him, and plenty of help from 
his friends at the AMA, he has turned over his materials to a fellow 
colleague in New York and has resigned himself to studying for a political 
career. 

Who knows; with the same successful backing he got from the AMA on 
his book, for the purpose of furthering their goals to eliminate chiropractic, 
they may also back him in a political career for the same purpose. With that 
kind of backing it is very likely that a political career would be as fruitful as 
a writing career when Mr. Smith goes to Washington. 
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August 4, 1967 


RECEIVED 
Mr. Ralph Lee Smith AuG 8 1967 
4 Jones Street 
New York, New York Departzeat of 
DsVeSTiIGaTioy 


Dear Mr. Smith: 


I have just talked with my good friend and former 
colleague at the AMA, Doyl Taylor, who has suggested 
I write to you. 


On Monday and Tuesday, November 13-14, the State Medical 
Society of Wisconsin will sponsor a public program in 
Milwaukee Auditorium on "The High Cost of Quackery--in 
Lives and Money." While we have successfully offered 
such forums in the past in various Wisconsin cities, 
this is the first time we have chosen the state's 
largest metropolitan area. Weedless to say, the poten- 
tial for public education--and the challenge to reach 
that potential--is greater now than ever before. To 
meet that challenge, we hope to offer a roster of 
national ‘authorities in their field, and to attract an 
audience of opinion-makers from throughout Wisconsin. 


We cordially invite you to be one of our participants, 
to speak on Chiropractic. 


The meeting will be co-sponsored by the Medical Society 
of Milwaukee County, with the backing of the American 
Medical Association and several voluntary health agen- 
cies. In addition, the Food and Drug Administration 
has volunteered its support. 


We are assured by the Milwaukee Journal Company of 
extensive coverage by both its newspapers as well as 
its radio and television media. In addition, the 
Journal Company is inviting Sylvia Porter to partici- 
pate. 


Specifically, we invite you to be with us on Tuesday, 
November 14, in the early afternoon, to speak for about 
30 minutes. Certainly, if Monday, the 13th, is ao better 
day for you, or if you find another hour in either of 
the day's schedules to be more convenient, this can be 
easily arranged. 


Mr. Smith -2- August 4, 1967 


We have been anxious, in choosing speakers for this pro- 
gram, to avoid physicians as speakers wherever possible, 
so that the quacks--who are almost certain to set up a 
howl--cannot rely on their familiar accusation of a 
medical vendetta. In the area of chiropractic, this 
seems particularly imoortant. As a layman with an 
excellent track record in combating chiropractic, 
including your experience at Spears, you can not only 


bring authority to your remarks, but you are free of 
the "taint" of medicine. 


Others who have agreed to be with us are: former 
Senator Maurine Neuberger, representing the FDA; Mr. 
Jerry Walsh of the National Arthritis and Rheumatism 
Foundation; Frederick Stare, M.D., Harvard nutritionist; 
Edgar S. Gordon, M.D., University of Wisconsin expert 
in diet and weight reduction; Senator Harrison Villians, 
of the Senate Special Committee on Aging; Mrs. Marty 
Mim, executive director of the National Council on 
Alcoholism; and John W. Miner, medical-legal prosecutor 
for Los Angeles county (who, incidentally, will not be 
spexking on chiropractic). In addition, such groups 

as the American Cancer Society and Family Service 


Association of America are working to come up with top 
speakers in their fields. 


While our, budget is limited, we are able to offer all 


speakers a $100 honorarium plus travel and living ex- 
penses. 


We feel certain, Mr. Smith, that you can contribute a 
great deal to this important educational event. Since 
time is becoming rather vital, I will be grateful if 


you will give me 2% collect call or wire as soon as you 
have your decision. 


Cordially, 


Thomas H. Murphy, Director 
Public Information 


THM: bfj 
cc: H. Doyl Taylor 


bee: Joan McGucken 


o- 3~-= 
d. PROOF OF ARTICLE FOR JAMA OM “EDUCATIGNAL BACYGROUND OF 
CHIROPRACTIC SCHOOL FACULTiSS" —- The Committee was informed 
thst tho schools were not named, but these schools could easily be recog- 
nized by anyone having a knowledge of the student enrollment or faculty 


size. 


@. COPY FOR PAMPHLET UTILIZING DR. SABATIER'S SLIDES ENTITLED 
“CHIROPRACTIC: THE UNSCIENTIFIC CULT" -- Tho Committee vas 


informed this new panphlet is now on the drawing boards and will be 
ready for distribution at the Quackery Congress. Dr. Sabatier agreed to 
bring to Chicago for the Quackery Congress #12 his documentation for the 
slices. 

£. MANUSCRIPT OX PARKER SCHOOL OF PRACTICE BUILDING -- The 
Comnittee agreed that legal questions prozpted a differcnt spproach to 
this exposé. It was suggested that Ralph Lee Smith, a free lance writer 
who had previously written for the ANA, be hired to attend the chiropractic 
practice building course on his own, and write a story on his- attendance 
for Today's Health. The Committee agreed such an approach wou2d have 
greater impact than the manuscript in its present. fora, 

IV. SPECYAL ITEMS OF INTEREST 

a. LETTER FROM CHARLES 0. BECHTOL, M.D.-=-- Mr. Bernesd D. Hirsh, 
Director of the Law Division at AMA, has seen the present correspondence, 
and stated there is nothing the AMA can do to assist Dr. Bechtol from a 
legal basis. It was suggested the AMA News run a story of how be was 


eisquoted. 


b. POLICY STATEMENT ON CHIROPRACTIC FOR SUBMISSION TO HNCUSE 
OF DELEGATES ~~ Tho Cornittee was infomed this Policy 


Statoment will be submitted to the House of Delegates through the Board of 


ANA Headquarters 


May 10, 1968 
Chicago, Illinois 


9:00 a.n. 
COMMITTEE MEMBERS PRESENT: 


Joseph A. Sabatier, Jr., M.D., New Orleans, Louisiana (Chairman) 
H. Thomas Ballantine, Jr., N.D., Boston, Massachusetts 

Henry I. Fineberg, M.D., New York, Kew York 

David B. Stevens, M.D., Lexington, Kentucky 

John G. Thomsen, M.D., Des Moines, Iowa 


AMA STAFF PRESENT: 


H. Doyl Taylor, Department of Investigation (Secretary) 
Oliver Field, Department of Investigation 


William J. Monaghan, Department of Investigation 
Jack Brown, Field Service 


Diane Jacobs, Department of Investigation (Recorder) 
Rita Scholz, Department of Investigation (Recorder) 


I. MINUTES OF LAST MEETING -- The Minutes of the last meeting of 


the Committee on Quackery on January 12, 1968, were approved unanimously 


by the Committee. 


II. CONCLUDED MATTERS == These items were received by the 


Committee as informational. 


III, INFORMATIONAL ITEMS 


a. TODAY'S HEALTH ARTICLES =~ The Committee discussed the 


articles entitled "The Incredible Drown Case” and "A Golden Touch for 


Chiropractors” by Ralph Lee Smith. It was suggested that paragraph two 


on page 11 of Mr. Smith's article on chiropractic clinics (additional 


addendum) be edited to avoid the possibility of dispute. The revision 


of the paragraph will be submitted by the Committee to the editor of 


Today's Health. 
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TO: County and Local Medical Societics 
FROM: H. Doyl Taylor, Director Sn i 
Department of Investigatior D7 


DATE: July 1969 


Lee Smith, is being published in both hard cover (book) and psaperdack form. 


the American acdical Association has made arrangemonts with tne publiskors 
to send to you a copy of the: paperback, which you should receive in the very 
near future. 


For your information, the ANA has made arrangencnts also for a supply of 
the paperbacks and one copy of the hard cover book to be sent to each State 
Medical Society. One copy of the hard cover book also is being sent to each of 
the 1,200 largest libraries in the country. (A copy of the list of libraries 
in your state to which these books arc being sent has been furnished your State 
Medical Society.) 


Additional coples of both the paperback and hard cover printing of this 
book have been obtained also by the AMA. Orders for additional copies should be 
sent to Order Department, American Medical Association, 535 North Dearborn Strect, 
Chicago, Illinois 60610. 


For the haravound (book) copies, reorder prices have been sot at $4.95 each 
for from one to iO copies and $2.50 each for 11 or more. (The retail price of the 
book is $4.95.) 


.For the paperback copies, reordcr prices have been set at 95 cents each for 
©ne to 10 copics and 50 cents each for 11 or more. (The retail price of the paper- 
back is 95 conts.) 


We believe this independently written, privately published book will be 
another major tool that can be used in medicine's continuing attempts to inform 
the public, in general, and the legislators, in particular, about the evils of 
chiropractic. 


May 33, 1971 


S. Barrett, X.D. 

Suite 11-12 

$42 Baailton Street 
Allextowa, Peansyivania 18101 


Dear Doctor Barrett: 


After tzlking with you or Tuasday, I had the opportunity to 7aak 
to Doyl Taylor and Bill Monaghan of our Department of investigation. 
You and your Comsittee are to be coxgratuiated on the magnituce aad im- 


pact of your program -against health fraud dud particularily chiropractics 
in Lehigh County. 


Taank you for sending to ze your promotional flyer advertising 
“Tne KoGicine Show," published by Consuners Union, anc tho boox, “Wnat 
Do You Kuor About Chiropractics,’ by Ralph Lee Snith. As you krow, we 
worked very closely with Mr. Suith while ho was writing this book and 
has since sold approximately 200,000 copics. 


Since the materials you wished to distribute at the forthcoming AXA 
meeting 18 designed to promote tho sale of the above two publications, I 
do not feel it would be appropriate for distribution at an AXA exhibit 


in Atlantic City. We do not fecl that this would be fair to other com 
mercial exhibitors who have purchased exhibit space. 


Please keep up the good work you are doing in Lehigh County. 


Sincerely, 


Leo FE. Brown 
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Mr. Ralph Lee Smith 
4 Jones Street 
New York, New York 10014 


Dear Ralph: 


Enclosed is a check for $200 which we hope arrives in 
time to help you with your Christmas shopping. This coupiotes 
payment for the series of articles you wrote that we intond 
to adapt to a series of data sheets. I believe it wes a 
good project and that it is going to be worthwhile for us. 

I hope it was a worthwhile project for you, too. 


. 9.5 Incidentally, I just this week read your story in 
oe oF -~ ft The Reporter on Carlton Fredericks and I think it is a little 
: ae gem.. Congratulations on a job well done. 
oe r. 
~~ we "ape Very truly yours, 
v3 ~ § gin 
“ a © ad a8] [oes /, 
on ese v en 
* ro" Pr 
quot eR. tt H. Doyl Zaylor, 
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Chapter Four 
AMA’S HANDMAIDEN: HEW 


Washington, D.C., is the heart of the political pot of this country. 
Bustling along with the everyday business of running the country, Capitol 
Hill is overrun with people, groups and organizations spreading their views 
in their efforts to influence legislators. 

The “‘influence peddlers” of the AMA are one of the most active and 
strongest in Washington. In addition to having their own lobbying group, 
the American Medical Association’s Political Action Committee, AMAPAC, 
the AMA has sent representatives into Washington to spread its influence in 
areas Other than legislation, on an “unofficial basis.” 

The Department of Health, Education and Welfare’s Food and Drug 
Administration has for many years been working very closely with the 
AMA’s Committee on Quackery and its members. In their efforts to 
influence this government body, the FDA, the merchants of misinformation 
have worked hard at getting them to adapt their line of attack on 
chiropractic. 

The record shows that as early as 1965, the Committee was attempting 
to instigate the FDA into “taking action” against the chiropractors. Robert 
Youngerman, of the Department of Investigation and Secretary of the 
Committee, had drawn up a list of medical and electronic equipment the 
chiropractors use in their practice and sent'them to Dr. Joseph B. Davis of 
the FDA asking if these were acceptable devices. 

In his reply, which came two months after receiving Youngerman’s letter 
— a delay to be expected from this not-so-swift government agency, Dr. 
Davis first apologized “for the lengthy delay in answering your request.” He 
then went on to explain that the FDA had action on one device on the list 
which Youngerman had so efficiently put together. “We have not,” he 
included, ‘‘taken any other action against these specifically-named devices.” 

The number of listed “‘devices” that Youngerman sent to the Medical 
Device Branch of the FDA is undetermined. Dr. Davis did, however, indicate 
that only one device on the list could not be included in such a listing of 
acceptable devices. 

It was discovered from the January 21, 1966 Committee minutes that 
they had sent this list ‘‘to the FDA to determine if any of the listed devices 
were subject to seizure actions.” Seizing medical equipment they deem as 
not acceptable to the medical profession is one of the FDA’s special skills. 
With the Committee sending in lists of devices, which were approved by the 
International Chiropractic Association for use in the profession, one can 
only assume that they had hoped to stir-up their brothers at the FDA to 
take action against these devices. 

With the list to the FDA coming from the American Medical 
Association’s Committee on Quackery perhaps they thought this would be 
enough to raise some doubts in the minds at the FDA as to the validity of 
the equipment used in the chiropractic profession, the implication here 
being that if the powerful AMA felt that chiropractic was quackery then 
their “devices” surely would be subject to seizure by the FDA. 
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In West Virginia, the Chiropractic licensing laws of that state require that 
all diagnostic instruments be approved by the state chiropractic board of 
examiners. When the Committee received their reply to Youngerman’s 
request for information from the FDA on devices, it was discovered in their 
September 7, 1966 meeting that “This information was forwarded to the 
West Virginia authorities.” 

One of the most revealing pieces of evidence which proves that the AMA 
has dictated the FDA’s stand on chiropractic is a memorandum from Doyl 
Taylor to Bernard Hirsh, dated October 17, 1966. In this five-page memo, 
which Taylor was submitting to the Law Division’s Director, he detailed his 
appraisal of the outcome of the Third National Congress on Medical 
Quackery held on the 7th & 8th of that month. 

Taylor said that after the Congress, a meeting was held with members of 
the Coordinating Conference on Health Information, composed of such 
groups interested in fighting health quackery as the FDA, the Federal Trade 
Commission, the Post Office Department, the National Health Council and 
others. Taylor went into some detail when he said, “The FDA's 
representative on the Coordinating Conference met with me privately after 
the Saturday session,” the purpose being he said, ‘‘to discuss the FDA’s 
position on quackery, particularly chiropractic.” 

In his revealing confidential memo, Taylor said, ‘The FDA representative 
had been instructed particularly to find out the AMA’s plans for its program 
on chiropractic and asked for suggestions on FDA’s stand.” One can only 
assume that the FDA man who met with Taylor had received his 
instructions from the head of the FDA, Dr. Goddard, who had participated 
in the Congress. Having met with Dr. Goddard earlier and in private, Taylor 
was surely in the position to influence the instructions from the FDA’s head 

man to his subordinate before his meeting with Taylor. 

Now Taylor was in the position to “suggest” to the FDA what stand they 
should take on chiropractic. Taylor told the FDA’s representative of the 
AMA’s indoctrinating program, “now beamed at the public.”” Taylor wrote 
to Hirsh, “I suggested that the FDA might assume the posture that 
chiropractic is a state problem.” The dictator of the merchants of 
misinformation did in fact succeed in his efforts to dictate the FDA’s stand 
on chiropractic, as is revealed in the minutes of the January 7, 1967 
meeting. 

Taylor reported to the Committee on his visit to Washington, D.C., and 
his talks with Dr. Goddard at the FDA. The Committee Dictator said that in 
his discussions with the head of the FDA he had mentioned the FDA’s 
seizure of certain chiropractic devices. Taking up Taylor’s suggestion to his 
subordinate, Dr. Goddard stated three months earlier “that the FDA's 
concern with chiropractic must be with the seizure of misbranded devices 
inasmuch as chiropractic is primarily a local (state) problem.” As the record 
shows the FDA had indeed assumed the posture that chiropractic was a 
state problem as was dictated by Taylor to the FDA representative at that 
private session held after the Quackery Congress. 

Taylor also “suggested” at that private meeting “that the FDA should 
step up its seizure of,” what Taylor called, “‘illegal gadgets used by 
chiropractors.” Taylor said in his memo to the Law Division that the FDA 
representative seemed enthusiastic in accepting what Taylor described as 
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“our suggestions.” 

In his private talks with Dr. Goddard at the Congress, Taylor reported 
that he had been invited to Washington to further discuss this problem with 
the head of FDA. In reporting his success of aligning the FDA stand on 
chiropractic with that of the Committee’s, Taylor said, “It could be the 
biggest plus to come from the Quackery Congress.” 

This move by the AMA’s Department of Investigation’s dictator was 
certainly a feather in his cap and a big step forward for the Committee on 
Quackery’s primary mission, the elimination of Chiropractic. 


Stopping Chiropractic Accreditation 


It is common knowledge that if one were to properly condition or 
recondition the populace, a big step in that direction would be to get to the 
youth of a country. Not lacking this knowledge, the AMA’s Committee on 
Quackery has taken this theory and put it to practice. 

Using tactics employed only by masters of brainwashing, the merchants 
of misinformation set about their task of getting to the young minds of 
America. At a meeting held in a Chicago hotel in November of 1964, the 
Committee discussed their plans of stopping the growth of chiropractic. It 
was revealed in the minutes of that meeting that the chiropractors were 
making headway in the field of education and this was cause for great 
concern for the Committee. Mr. Youngerman told the Committee members 
that he had discovered that two chiropractic agencies were attempting to 
obtain accreditation for their educational programs from the Department of 
HEW. He also reported that Dr. Otis Anderson of the AMA Washington 
office had made contact with an R. Orrin Cornett, Ph.D., a physicist, 
employed by the Office of Education of the HEW. 

According to Mr. Youngerman, the substance of Dr. Anderson’s report 
was that the chiropractic profession might be recognized soon and as it was 
stated in the minutes, Dr. Anderson said, “‘. .. and we must prepare for this 
eventuality now.” 

If the AMA’s merchants of misinformation could first stop chiropractic 
recognition by the US Office of Education and at the same time plant their 
propaganda into the school systems, their mission to eliminate chiropractic 
would be well on its way. 

“It was reported that sooner or later the chiropractic schools will be able 
to meet all nine requirements necessary for recognition by the Office of 
Education. When they can meet these nine requirements, the Office of 
Education will be required to recognize the applicant.” With the calculation 
of a group of battlefield commanders forecasting their attack on their 
enemies, the Committee reported that their objective would be a “scientific 
evaluation of chiropractic,’ which they said, “would be needed to prevent 
this from happening.” 

This attack would be strengthened with the cooperation of their allies at 
the US Public Health Service or the National Institutes of Health conducting 
the “objective” survey, utilizing M.D.’s (AMA members) who “could 
observe how chiropractors handle their patients and what they do in their 
practice.” Such a survey would be anything but “objective.” 
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Seven months after this meeting in Chicago, on July 7, 1965, Doyl 
Taylor sent a Progress Report of the Committee on Quackery to the 
Executive Vice-President, Dr. F. J. L. Blasingame. 

In his Progress Report, Taylor outlined to the Executive Vice-President 
the background on how the chiropractors were making moves to be 
recognized by the Office of Education. He said, “Strenuous efforts have 
been made within the past year to achieve this purpose,” i.e., to have their 
schools accredited by the government. Taylor stated that, “Chiropractors 
have expressed the hope that their accreditation committee will be approved 
within the near future by the Office of Education.” 

It was then disclosed that the Committee had started their attack to 
insure that the Office of Education doesn’t recognize the chiropractic 
schools. “The Committee on Quackery has furnished,” what Taylor 
deceitfully calls, “factual material on chiropractic to the Office of 
Education of HEW.” Part of the material which Taylor describes as “‘factual 
material” was confidential documents which he obtained through his spy 
network. The confidential financial structure of specific chiropractic schools 
and their educational structure and their plans for raising the standards of 
their profession, as well as their plans for acceptance, were all sent to the 
Office of Education with the intention of undermining the chiropractors’ 
attempts to be accredited. 

Upon filing this “Progress Report” at the AMA, Taylor sent a form letter 
to the 1,900 medical societies giving them a confidential report on the same 
subject. In his July 12th letter, Taylor said, “Various data on chiropractic 
educational deficiencies have been furnished to the Office of Education of 
the Department of HEW, the recognized accrediting agency of the Federal 
Government for professional education.” An outline of how the 
chiropractors planned on raising their standards could hardly be considered 
“chiropractic educational deficiencies.” 

Two years following their “meeting of field commanders,” the 
Committee stepped up their attack. On September 25, 1967, a memo left 
the desk of Doyl Taylor en route to Mr. Hirsh of the Law Division. 
Reporting on a meeting held on the 15th of September, Taylor’s dispatch 
indicated that they got some fresh reinforcements on the battlefield in 
Washington, D.C. “The Committee approved continued staff liaison through 
the AMA Washington Office with the US Office of Education and endorsed 
expansion of these efforts, including establishment through the Washington 
office of direct staff contact with the US Office of Education.” 

At that September 15th meeting the Committee outlined their plan of 
attack. In his September 21st memo to Taylor, “field commander” 
Youngerman said, “Basically, the Committee’s short-range objectives for 
containing the cult of chiropractic and any additional recognition it might 
achieve revolves about four points.” Point two of the strategy was “Doing 
everything within our power to see that recognition or listing by the US 
Office of Education of a chiropractic accrediting agency is not achieved.”. 

The AMA had their “enemies” at a great disadvantage being that the 
chiropractors didn’t know the rules of this “war,” not to mention the 
tactics employed against them. 

The Committee’s “Program of Action to Combat Chiropractic” has 
enlisted the help of state and county medical societies against chiropractors. 
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The AMA Board of Trustee’s Review Committee met with the Committee 
on Quackery to review their progress in 1968. They were told by Taylor 
that, “The Office of Education has been cooperative with AMA in the past. 
and continued liaison through staff and AMA Washington office is 
maintained in this area.” 

With the establishment of a “fifth column,” the Office of Education. the 
AMA could dictate their plans to insure that chiropractic wouldn't be 
accredited by that Office. With their enemies, the chiropractors, making 
advances toward their goal of accreditation the Committee applied strong 
pressure on their allies to thwart chiropractors’ efforts to establish some 
ground on the educational front. As was noted in the minutes of the 
January 17, 1969 Committee meeting reported by Dr. Stevens, “that he 
understood the Office of Education continues its nonrecognition of any 
‘accrediting’ agency for chiropractic schools despite strong pressures from 
the chiropractic organizations.” 

The AMA’s “medical-intelligence complex” has. with the establishment 
of their “fifth column,” to date successfully insured that the chiropractic 
profession has yet to be recognized as an accredited agency in the field of 
education. 

With the AMA’s continued liaison with the US Office of Education and 
the National Commission on Accrediting. any recognition of the 
chiropractic education in the future is highly unlikely. with the merchants 
of misinformation dictating “what goes down.” 


An “Independent, Unbiased Study of Chiropractic” 


The AMA’s “medical-intelligence complex” has for many years held 
private talks with members of the HEW. These secret talks with key 
individuals in the HEW were designed to influence this government agency 
into taking action against the chiropractors and also to align their thinking 
with that of the AMA. 

It was noted in the minutes of the September 24. 1965 Committec 
meeting under “New Business,” that negotiations with AMA official, Dr. 
Otis Anderson and HEW head, John Gardner, were planned. The purpose of 
this planned meeting was not disclosed but as we go on, this will become 
very clear. 

The 90th Congress in Public Law 90-248, Social Security Amendments 
of 1967, Section 141, ordered the Secretary of Health, Education and 
Welfare (then Wilbur Cohen), to “‘make a study relating to the inclusion 
under the supplementary medical insurance program (Part B of Title V XIII 
of the Social Security Act) of additional types of licensed practitioners 
performing health services in independent practice.” This of course would 
include chiropractors. 

The AMA’s Think Tank planned well in advance what moves to make to 
influence this study, thus dictating its outcome. The wheels were in motion 
and there was little to stop them. Congress gave the order to HEW and they 
in turn handed it down to their Public Health Service to conduct. 

As early as January 6, 1967. the Committee was aligning their forces and 
moving quickly to “rig” the study. On that day they received the news from 
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John G. Roney, Jr., M.D., Director of Health Planning Research at Stanford 
Research Institute in California, that the US Public Health Service “shows 
an interest in having SRI conduct a survey on chiropractic.’ Thus the 
groundwork was laid for what was to become the biggest step forward in the 
Committee on Quackery’s history toward accomplishing their mission to 
eliminate chiropractic. 

As was noted in Youngerman’s September 21, 1967 memo to Taylor, 
item one of his short-range objectives for containing “the cult of 
chiropractic,” was to do everything within “our” power to see that 
chiropractic coverage is not obtained. 

He also said, “The Committee and staff have agreed that certain 
recommendations to increase the pressure on chiropractic in the next year 
should be held in abeyance for the time being until it is determined that 
Section 141 of HR 12080 has been enacted into law.” 

However, the Committee planned on spreading their influence in the 
areas which would produce the desired end result of the “independent” 
government study. “If section 141 is implemented, staff and Committee 
already have commenced investigating the possibility of Stanford Research 
Institute of Menlo Park, California, being given the assignment by HEW to 
conduct such a study, or at least to conduct that part of the study that 
would include various aspects of the current status of chiropractic practice 
in the United States.” 

Having established still another “fifth column” against the chiropractor, 
this time SRI, Youngerman informed his field marshall that ““We have been 
reliably informed the outcome of such a study,” this is before it ever came 
about, that it, “would not recommend chiropractic services be included 
under the act, and might very well go so far as to call it a health hazard.” 
Assuring his master that there was nothing to worry about, he continued, 
“Steps have been taken with officials of both the United States Public 
Health Service and the Stanford Research Institute to have such a study 
made, regardless of whether Section 141 is enacted.” 

Then he coldly calculated that, “Once this survey has been completed, 
whether under government auspices or not, and assuming it would be 
negative to chiropractic (and we have every reason to believe this is the 
case), it would almost strike the final blow to the future of chiropractic.” 

This, of course, would lay the ground work for the State medical 
societies to strengthen their hands to such an extent there could be but little 
doubt that state legislators would seriously consider rescinding state 
chiropractic licensing laws. 

The propaganda peddlers of the AMA moved quickly to reinforce their 
attack. Doyl Taylor reported at the January 12, 1968 Committee meeting 
about his closed, off-the-record meeting with HEW officials and then plans 
were discussed on what moves to make regarding the HEW study. Dr. 
Stevens posed the following questions to the Committee for their 
consideration: 

“*1. What is the best strategy for the AMA to pursue? 

2. Should the Committee on Quackery suggest or implement action at 
this time? (Apparently even the doctor wasn’t aware of the behind 
the scenes maneuvers). 

3. Who will make the decisions in HEW concerning the study? 
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4. Who might be influential with the HEW decision-makers? 

5. How can the Committee on Quackery and staff maintain accurate 
surveillance of the implementation of this law? 

6. Can the AMA Board of Trustees, AMA Council on Legislation 
Activities and others aid in this action?” 

The minutes show that in answer to Dr. Steven’s questions, Taylor 
“called attention to the importance of timing and the necessity of 
maintaining good liaison with HEW.” Taylor went on to explain ways this 
can be done. 

Soon after Taylor’s talk about timing and liaisoning with the HEW, a 
series of private meetings took place between representatives of both 
groups. Dr. John Southard, Medical Officer, Policy and Standards Branch, 
Division of Medical Care Administration of the Department of HEW’s Public 
Health Service, met with members of Taylor’s staff and Dr. Sabatier. Dr. 
Southard reported to his senior, Dr. John W. Cashman, Assistant Surgeon 
General, Director, Division of Medical Care Administration, that Taylor was 
extremely helpful. He also stated that the AMA merchants of 
misinformation had supplied him with all the information they had available 
and were generous with their time. 

In return for their ‘‘cooperation,” Dr. Southard saw to it that Taylor 
received the list of ‘‘consultants” who were working with the HEW in 
studying the independent practitioners for the report to Congress. In their 
“exchange” of information and material, Southard included in his August 1, 
1968 letter along with the list, a very important piece of data for Taylor. He 
said, “The dates for presentation by various professional organizations 
representing each practitioner still have not been definitely established as 
yet.”” He added, “There will probably be one in September, two in October, 
and two in November.” 

This, of course, would give Taylor plenty of time to put together their 
“quack packs” filled with anti-chiropractic propaganda and have them in 
the hands of the consultants long before the chiropractors ever appeared on 
the scene to give their presentation on behalf of their profession. 

Heading the list of consultants was a Dr. Donald Duncan, Professor and 
Chairman of the Department of Anatomy at the University of Texas 
Medical Branch in Galveston, Texas. Of the eight members of this hand 
picked group, five were medical doctors and no doubt all were members of 
the AMA. 

In a well-thought-out move, the AMA’s “medical-intelligence complex”’ 
approached Dr. Duncan through their medical society in Texas. Acting as an 
“independent” concerned citizen, a Dr. William L. Marr talked with Dr. 
Duncan in Galveston. In his August 23, 1968 letter to C. Lincoln Williston, 
Executive Secretary of the Texas Medical Society, he reported that the head 
of the HEW consultants is ‘most anxious to do everything he can and is 
completely sold on the idea that chiropractic benefits should not come 
under the Medicare program.” 

Dr. Marr then requested that Williston supply him with evidence so as to 
give it to Dr. Duncan for what he called ‘‘ammunition.” In his August 24, 
1968 reply to Marr, Williston expressed his gratitude for his assistance and 
said that ‘‘We are taking the liberty of sharing your communication with H. 
Doyl Taylor, Director, Department of Investigation, American Medical 
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Association.” The reason he gave was, “‘We will invite Mr. Taylor to provide 
you with specific case histories or records which might be available.” He 
said this “authenticated evidence” as he put it, ‘“‘could be dramatic, and 
undoubtedly could strengthen the report appreciably.” 

The Committee on Quackery didn’t waste any time in getting their 
attack together on all fronts. 

The Public Health Service under the HEW was putting a consultant group 
together to act as the “expert” in this survey. Taylor got hold of the list and 
his people made contact with them. They in turn received “scientific 
evidence” from AMA headquarters to give to the consultants. This would 
give the appearance that “everyone knows that chiropractic is evil,” being 
that reports are coming in from many different sources. The thing to keep 
in mind is that any material the consultants obtained came from the 
Department of Investigation. 

It is to be noted that the AMA not only influenced the study, but had a 
hand in Congress calling for it and including chiropractors in the first place. 
The January 4, 1971 memo from the Committee to the Board of Trustees 
disclosed that, “In 1967, during Congressional consideration of chiropractic 
demands for inclusion under Medicare, the opportunity arose for a 
suggestion to be made to the Congress for a government study of 
chiropractic.” In 1966 it was revealed that “extensive negotiations were 
carried on in an attempt to obtain a national study of chiropractic,” the 
Committee proudly reported. “with the predetermined knowledge that if 
such a study were done objectively. it could only find that chiropractic is an 
unscientific cult whose practitioners are not qualified to diagnose and treat 
human illness.” So, the AMA was actively seeing to it that the government, 
through their lobby group, would conduct the survey. 

Their plot against chiropractic coverage in Medicare was being headed by 
their lobbyists in Washington. The Committee was briefed completely on 
their activities at the time the House Ways and Means Committee was 
considering chiropractic inclusion. In Taylor’s September 25, 1967 memo to 
Mr. Hirsh, he said that the Section 141, which would call for a study of the 
independent practitioners, was unanimously endorsed by the Committee as 
being very important. “The importance of keeping the section in the bill on 
final aduption (after Senate action) was stressed. The chairman volunteered 
to pursue certain Senate and HEW possibilities to this end.” 

The Committee also stated they would see that the chiropractic survey 
done by the Stanford Research Institute would be brought to HEW's 
attention as a possible survey vehicle. It was uncovered in this memo that 
the AMA had not only requested this survey to be conducted by SRI but 
they also paid for it. 

In addition, they supplied SRI with their misinformation and propaganda 
on chiropractic during the survey. At their January 6, 1966 meeting, Dr. 
Roney, of SRI, appeared before the Committee to discuss the survey his 
group was to do on the chiropractors. He explained that he had appeared 
before the American Chiropractic Association’s Council on Education on 
January 20th and they were receptive to such a project. He further 
explained that he would in fact keep it very objective. Upon completion of 
his presentation to the Committee they asked him many questions. It would 
appear that the members of the Committee weren’t completely satisfied 
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with Dr. Roney and were doubtful about the results of his survey when Dr. 
Fineberg and Dr. O’Connor “‘later expressed reservations about Dr. Roney’s 
approach, which they felt might be overly objective.” The minutes of this 
meeting did not disclose whether or not Dr. Roney was present when the 
doctors expressed their reservations about him, but, rest assured that Taylor 
and his Machiavellian merchants of misinformation would see to it that such 
a survey would reveal only the AMA’s views on chiropractic and at the same 
time call it an “independent scientific impartial survey.” 

The Committee stepped up its campaign against the chiropractic survey. 
In a letter dated May 17, 1968, from Dr. John Cashman of the Public 
Health Service, to Dr. Robert Mason of the Michigan State Medical Society, 
it was revealed that the government had requested information from them 
on chiropractic. In Dr. Cashman’s letter, it was uncovered that Mason had 
offered Secretary Cohen of HEW, “‘to testify on the study of licensed 
practitioners performing health services in independent practice.” Dr. 
Cashman did say that, “we would appreciate receiving any material you may 
wish to submit to the Committee or staff.” That would be the Advisory 
Committee. 

As was noted earlier, the Michigan State Medical Society, through their 
spy network, had access to information on chiropractic services and claims 
in that state’s Medicaid program. With Dr. Hayes acting in his unofficial 
capacity as the AMA’s inside man, he was supplying the AMA with what he 
called “‘weird claims for payment being made by chiropractors under 
Michigan Medicaid.” This is the same state which has a private file on all of 
the 760 chiropractors in that state. This information, along with Taylor’s, 
sent to Dr. Mason and then on to the Public Health Service, would surely 
add to the rigging of the government study of chiropractic. 

As Mr. Riley, of the Michigan Medical Society, said earlier to Taylor, “If 
we're called upon we'd try to make a case of these (chiropractic claims) 
being a small sample of the troubles Title 18 would inherit on a national 
scale.” 

Staying true to form in his July 31, 1968 letter to Dr. Cashman, Dr. 
Mason said, “We would plan to present information dealing with the 
preformance of this group (chiropractic) under their presently allowable 
privileges in our State’s Title 19 program.” He continued, “Without 
question, this experience could be expected to forecast problems with 
which the Medicare program would be faced.” 

On August 22, 1968, Dr. Cashman contacted Dr. Blasingame at the 
AMA. In his letter he asked that the Executive Vice-President of the AMA 
supply the Advisory Committee with information. He said, “Because of the 
extremely short time period we have to complete this study for Congress, 
Mr. Frank Bane, the chairman of the consultant group which is advising us, 
has had to limit the presentations before the groups, to the national 
organizations of the practitioners included in the study.” He then opened 
the door for more misinformation to leak into the study when he said, “We 
are eager, however, to receive from you any comments or material that 
would be helpful to our consultants and staff in considering the important 
issues presented by the study.” 

In the draft of his reply to the Public Health Official, Dr. Blasingame 
said, “Various members of the staff of the American Medical Association 
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recently provided your staff with detailed information on various facets of 
this study (chiropractic).”” He added that he felt that “Inclusion of such 
unscientific cult practitioners as chiropractors, naturopaths and naprapaths 
would obviously reduce the quality health care we all are dedicated to 
provide, would increase the cost burden on the public without any 
justification and would create an administrative nightmare.” 

With their assault on the government survey coming from all parts of the 
country and their campaign to spread their propaganda in the right 
government circles, the outcome of the HEW study could almost be 
predicted word for word by the AMA. Now, with the “cat out of the bag,” 
having full knowledge of behind the scenes activites of the AMA influencing 
the study, the wording of the HEW Report to Congress reads like the 
minutes of the Committee on Quackery. 

“Chiropractic theory and practice are not based upon the body of basic 
knowledge related to health, disease, and health care that has been widely 
accepted by the scientific community.” This concluding remark by the 
HEW report to Congress rings with some all but too familiar phrasiology. In 
its recommendations to the Congress, the HEW Report stated, “Moreover, 
irrespective of its theory, the scope and quality of chiropractic education do 
not prepare the practitioner to make an adequate diagnosis and provide 
appropriate treatment.” 

Back in November of 1966, the AMA House of Delegates issued a policy 
statement on chiropractic which is very similar to the HEW statement. “It is 
the position of the medical profession that chiropractic is an unscientific 

cult whose practitioners lack the necessary training and background to 
diagnose and treat human disease.” Moreover they stated, “Chiropractic 
constitutes a hazard to rational health care in the United States because of 
the substandard and unscientific education of its practitioners and their 
rigid adherence to irrational, unscientific approach to disease causation.” 

Taking all into consideration with what has been presented here, one 
then wonders how the AMA can say of the HEW Report that it was an 
“Independent, unbiased study of chiropractic.” If it were truly an 
independent, unbiased, impartial study into chiropractic then Doyl Taylor 
was certainly in error when he wrote in his letter to all state and county 
medical societies, “Thanks to you, your members and others, chiropractic 
coverage was excluded from HR 12080 by the House-Senate Conference 
Committee and from the Social Security Amendments adopted by the 90th 
Congress.” 

Furthermore, in the January 17, 1969 minutes of the Committee 
meeting, only one month after the HEW Report was handed to Congress, it 
was revealed that “the Committee commended the staff of the Department 
of Investigation for its work in connection with the HEW report...” 

In light of such evidence, and the Committees’ ostentatious display of 
pride for Taylor’s department for their work in helping to eliminate 
chiropractic, unbeknownst to others of course, the HEW Report to Congress 
cannot be anything other than a biased, partial study, rigged and influenced 
by the AMA from the start. 

For as the record now shows this rigged report was one of the biggest 
steps accomplished by the Committee in their defamation campaign to 
eliminate chiropractic. 
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Further Influence in Washington 


With the HEW Report now in effect on a national level, the chiropractors 
had been eliminated from Medicare. On the state level the chiropractic 
profession still enjoyed the benefits of being reimbursed for their services 
under state Medicaid programs. 

“The final blow to the future of chiropractic,” as Mr. Youngerman put 
it, would have to be on the local level. The Department of HEW'’s report to 
Congress points out that “chiropractors are reimbursed under Title XIX 
(Medicaid) in 15 states. Medicaid is a state administered program, although 
federal funds are granted to the states. Because Medicaid defines medical 
assistance as including all medical and remedial care under state law, states 
may choose to cover chiropractic service.” 

The Committee stated they felt that those states which, by the present 
permissive language of Title XIX, have included chiropractic services would 
certainly raise, based on the HEW’s report, “the serious question as to 
whether this is the quality health care intended by Congress in Public Law 
90-248.” 

The Committee instituted a plan which would get the chiropractors on 
the local front. At their January 17, 1969 meeting they called on the state 
medical societies to act against their enemy. “The Committee re-emphasized 
its position that, at the state level, the state medical societies must be 
effective forces to combat chiropractic, with the assistance of materials and 
council from the national level,” (the Committee on Quackery at AMA 
Headquarters). They continued, “It is appropriate for the AMA to identify 
chiropractic as a health hazard and for the AMA to commit itself on this 
basis to an education campaign to inform the profession and public to 
hazards and shortcomings of chiropractic.” 

At their October 22 meeting the same year, Taylor reported his “plans 
for the production and distribution of paperback copies of the HEW report 
to state, county and major local medical societies.” He also said that despite 
strong pressures by chiropractic, the HEW is standing firm on its findings. 

On April 25, 1969, Taylor sent a memo through Mr. Hirsh of the Law 
Division to Dr. Howard, Executive Vice-President. He revealed that, “a 
meeting has been set up for May 2 in Washington with Creed Black, of Bob 
Finch’s staff, to discuss HEW’s published statement that it favors 
elimination of federal matching funds for chiropractic under Title XIX.” 
With the AMA’s master of deceit on top of this scene, there would be no 
doubt as to the outcome of the government’s decision, which would 
eliminate the chiropractors on the local front. 

Taylor continued, “In preparing for that meeting I have prepared in draft 
form our support for such a proposal and a suggested method of 
accomplishing it.” Here is a direct example, among the many, of how Taylor 
and his diabolical schemes sift into the heads of key government officials. 

Since the HEW Report was released, the Committee had turned its 
efforts to the Title XIX, state Medicaid programs. They first discussed a 
“proposal to amend Title XIX of the Social Security Act to require that any 
services furnished under the act would have to be prescribed by or furnished 
under the supervision of a physician.” 

This, of course, fits right into the scheme of things, as Dr. Sabatier once 
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recommended that chiropractors all be retrained and put under the 
supervision of the AMA. 

Acting with the same efficiency that influenced the HEW Report, Taylor 
went to Washington to have talks with key legislators on the chiropractic 
situation. At the October 29, 1970 Committee meeting, Taylor reported 
“on liaison and efforts with the US Senate and House members and 
committee staffs, with former HEW Secretary Wilbur J. Cohen, the National 
Council on Senior Citizens, the AFL-CIO, and others, concerning 
chiropractic legislation in Congress.” 

Taylor was sure to mention that he had efficiently put the Committee’s 
misinformation into all their hands. He proudly stated, “Materials and 
information have been furnished to all key persons on the congressional 
scene.” 

Dr. Ballantine suggested that Dr. Fredrick C. Weber, president-elect of 
the Connecticut State Medical Society, being that he ‘is a good friend of 
Senator Abraham Ribicoff,” said, “‘perhaps would be a good contact with 
Senator Ribicoff in relation to chiropractic and Medicare.” The senior 
Senator from Connecticut is on the Senate Finance Committee which was 
looking into whether chiropractors should be financed by federal funds in 
State Medicaid programs. 

Taylor also reported that the AFL-CIO “Fact Sheet,” which was 
instigated by the AMA and has a striking resemblance to their position 
statement on chiropractic, along with the American Public Health 
Association’s resolution, which was also prompted by the AMA, “will be 
sent to all members of Congress by James R. Kimmey, Jr., M.D., Executive 
Director of the APHA.” 

This action would, of course, have the appearance that “everyone knows 
that chiropractic is an unscientific cult.” The part played by the merchants 
of misinformation in the stand taken on chiropractic by these two groups, 
along with their rigging of other outside groups, will be detailed upcoming. 

The impact of the AMA’s influence-peddling in Washington to undercut 
the chiropractic services on a state level are still unknown. It is only a 
matter of time before all the states which do cover chiropractic services 
(presently there are approximately 15), will move to exclude those services 
with Taylor and his Machiavellian “Think Tank” on the scene. 


X-rays 


In Ralph Lee Smith’s book, he calls for legislative action against the 
chiropractic profession on two fronts. One was “for each state to create an 
orderly program for withdrawing chiropractic licenses.” With the HEW 
Report sent to Congress with recommendations including states to 
re-examine their chiropractic laws for licensing, and the AMA’s big push 
toward that goal using their medical societies in the states to accomplish it, 
this step is well on its way to success. 

The other area in which Smith recommends action to be taken is “to 
prohibit further use of X-ray by chiropractic.” Both of these suggestions 
coming from the “independent” writer have, for years, been the doctrine of 
the merchants of misinformation. These are far from being new ideas and 
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coming from Smith, considering his relationship with the AMA, it could 
hardly be said that his works were “‘the first of its kind ever written.” 

It was written in the minutes of the Committee’s meeting as early as 
1965 that “The Public Health Service has been contacted informally,” 
(Standard Operating Procedure — SOP), “about including the use of X-ray 
by chiropractors in the PHS survey on the use of X-ray equipment.” 

At their May 21, 1965 meeting the Committee recorded in their minutes 
that “Dr. Anderson indicated he will forward a copy of the United States 
Public Health Service Survey on X-ray procedures as soon as a copy is 
available.”” It was then uncovered that, “The Committee was pleased to 
ete that chiropractors were being included in the Public Health Service 

urvey.”” 

Thanks to the Committee’s “informal” meeting with the PHS 
beforehand, the chiropractors were included. As was revealed in these same 
minutes, “The Committee was instrumental in obtaining the inclusion of 
chiropractors in a survey conducted by the Public Health Service on 
procedures involving the misuse of X-ray equipment.” 

The groundwork was also laid at this meeting for a radiologist to monitor 
a chiropractic X-ray symposium, as was revealed in Chapter Two. It became 
apparent that the merchants of misinformation had planned well in advance 
to gather “‘scientific evidence” against the chiropractic use of X-ray and 
then turn this over to the USPHS as positive proof that chiropractors were 
“misusing” X-ray equipment, thus rigging that government survey too. 

Four months later, after they had already started their espionage 
activities gathering information to “feed” to the survey, they contacted the 
PHS about their idea. It was revealed in the September 23, 1965 minutes 
that, “Dr. Thomsen suggested that we ascertain if the Public Health Service 
would be interested in having someone monitor a chiropractic symposium.” 

With someone contacting the PHS and getting their OK to do something 
like this the Committee could then turn around and say — “Oh, by the way, 
we just happen to have such a survey on record which was conducted by a 
qualified radiologist, perhaps you could use this in the findings of your 
survey.” 

There is but little doubt that this is what actually took place, since this 
has been their “modus operandi” thus far. 

This is just one more instance where the AMA’s Machiavellan merchants 
of misinformation have, or have attempted to dictate what a government 
agency should say in their stand on chiropractic. However, the government 
does not hold a monopoly in being influenced and sometimes dictated to by 
the AMA, in their stand on chiropractic. 
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Documentation 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 
PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE 
000 NORTet QUINCY STREET 


BUREAU of GRE Beavices ARLINGTON. VIRGINIA 22203 


REFER TO: DVCAsPS3 


JUL 8 1558 
Mr. H. Doyl Taylor 
Director 
bepartment of Investigation 
fzerican Medical Association 
535 North Dearborn Strect 
Chicago, Illinois 60610 
Dear Mr. Taylor: 
I wish to express my appreciation for the great courtesy which 
you, the members of your staff and Dr. Sabatier showed to 
Dr. Joha Southard during his recent visit. He reports that 
you were extremely help=ul, did everything possible to pro- 
vide him with all the information you had availaole, and were 
very generous with your tire. ran a you. 


scandy — > 


- 


* 


i 
Hil. Ga whan, ft 
John W. Cashman, M.D. Ps 


Assistant Surgeon General 
Director, Division of Medical 
Care Adzinistration 


: 


JUL 10 1968 


Dezartzont of 
INVESTIGATION 


atl. te £-7 46 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 


r, 


Ss = PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE 
Health 600 NONTN QUINCY STALET 
BUACAU OF A54TC SERVICES ARLE TEN. NSE ee 
REFER 10: DMCA: PSS 
August 1, 1968 
RECEIVED 
Mr. H. Doyl Taylor 
Director, Department of AUG 5.)568 
Investigation 
american Medical Association = 
535 North Dearborn Strect recht ted 
Chicago, Illinois 60616 


Dear Mr. Taylor: 


Enclosed are the lists of consultents to the independent practitioners 
study you requested. The detes for the presentation by the various 
professional orgenizations representing each practitioner still 

have not been definitely estadlisned as yet. There’ will provably 

be one meeting in September, tuo in October, and txo in Novemver. 


Thank you for the verious =aterials you have sent to us. Tacy 
have prdven ‘nost helpful. 


Sincerely yours, 


1Q-¢ 05) 


John Southerd, M.D. 

Medical Officer 

Policy and Stendards Brinch 

Division of Medical Care Ads:iinistration 


Enclosures 


EXPERT REVIEW TAHELS 


Chiropractic, Naturopathy, ‘Naprapathy 


Chairman: Donalé Duncan, M.A., Ph.D. 
Professor & Chairman of 
Depa.tment or Anstony 
Room 37 Kieller Building 
University of Texus Medical Branch 
Galveston, Texas 77550 
Tel: 8-713-763-12).1 


765-1293 

Jack Edeiken, M.D. John McMillan Mennell, M.D. 
Departnent of Kudiolory Chicf, Paysical Medicine 
Jefferson Medical College Hospitel Philadciphia General Hoscital 
llth & Welnut Street 34th Strect & Civic Center Bou 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19107 Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 1¢ 
Tel; 8-215-597-3311 Tel: 561-1600 x5li2 

829-6104 

Joseph Milgran, N.D. 

James D. Hardy, Ph.D., D.Sc. Orthopedic Surgeon 
Professor of Physiology 216 Columbia Heights 
Pierce Foundetion Ieboratory Brooklyn, New York 11201. 
260 Congress Avenue Tel: RE 7-95436 
New Haven, Connecticut 06519 
Jel: 8-203-772-0800 Walter I. Wardwell, Ph.D. 

562-9902 Associate Professor of Sociolc 

Department of Sociology 

Bernard Sendler, M.D. University ef Connecticut 
Jevish Chronic Disease Hospital 
kOth & Rutland Avenue Storrs, Connecticut 
Brooklyn, New York Tel; 429-3311. 
Tel: 756-970C -Hewes 429-2068 


James £, Feffer, %.D. 

Associate Dean of Clinical Affairs 
George Washington University 
Medical Center 

901 23th Street NW 

Washington, D. CG. 20037 

Tel: 331-6241 


board of Trustees -2- January 4, 1971- 


During this period, also, extensive ncgotiations were carried on in an 
attempt to obtain a national study of chiropractic, with the pre-determined 
knovledge that if such a’ study were done objectively, it could only find that 


chiropractic is an unscientific cult whose practitioners are not qualified to 
diagnose and treat human illness. 


In 1967, during Congressional consideration ot chiropractic demands for 
fnclusion under Medicare, the opportunity arose for a suggestion to be made to 
the Congress for a governmental study of chiropractic. This was ordered, in the 
Social Security Amendments of 1967, and the KEW study report was sent to the 
Congress in December, 1965. This report, made after the most definitive study of 


chiropractic ever undertaken, is a hard-hitting denial of chiropractic as a health- 
care service. 


In January, 1969, another major event occurred--publication of an expose 


of chiropractic by the National Council of Senior Citizens. This Board is faniliar 
with the extensive use mace of that report. 


There were two other major developments in 1969. First, the publication of 
the book "At Your Own Risk: The Case Against Chiropractic” and second, the relcase 
of Volume II of the Report by the National Advisory Commission on Health Manpower, 


which is extremely critical of chiropractic licensure at the state level. Both 
of these were given wide distribution. 


During 1970, there have been many other developments, including the report 
by the HEY Task Force on Medicaid and Related Prograus (opposing federal. funds for 
chiropractic under State Medicaid programs), public statements in opposition to 
chiropractic inclusion: under Medicare by the AFL-C10, the Consumer Federation of 
America, the American Public Health ‘Association, the Association of American Bedical 


Colleges, the American Hospital Association and others. (See attached leaflet: 
“What They Sey About Chiropractic".) 


The hoped-for effect of this widened base vf support was and is to minimize 


the chiropractic argument that the campaign is simply one of economics, dictated 
and pianipulated by the AMA. 


Armed with this growing support, your Committee in the last 15 months has held. 
a Regional Conference on Realth Quackery-Chiropractic in each of five regions of the 
country, to which all state and territorial medical societies have been invited. We 
believe these have been extremely meaningful and worthwhile, since it is at the state 
level that chiropractic liceneure must be considered. The fruit to be bora from the: 
and additional similar meetings, your Comaittee believes, will be apparent in the 
near future. To implement and strengthen the burgeoning efforts:at the state level, 
youc Committee plans another series of Regional Conferences in 1971. 


We hope and believe that, with continued aggressive AMA activity, chiropractic 
ean and will be contained at the national level and that steps are being taken to 
wtop or eliminate the licensure of chiropractic at the state level. 


Reroorse © e&ber, one 
EQWARD KH. SCHWAB, M.D, WILLIAM L. MARR, JAM. 
EOwARD J. LEFESER, HM. O, JON W, KIDOLETON, % BO. 


INTERNAL MEDICINE ASSOCIATES 
200 UNIVERSITY BOULFVvARg 


GALVESTON, TEXAS 77550 


August 23, 1968 


Cc. Lincoln Williston 
Executive Secretary 
1801 North Lamar 
Austin,Texas 


Dear Mr. Williston: 


I called on Dr. Donald Duncan and talked with him concerning the 
chiropractic situation. He is most anxious to do everything he can 
and is completely sold on the idea that chiropractic benefits should 
not come under the Medicare program. 


In our discussion, it was realized that if anywhere in your records 
or reviews there are authenticated evidences of injury or evidances of 
delay of proper treatment caused by use of a chiropractor, this would 
give him good amwnition. 


He stated further that chiropractors would now be a part of che 
Medicare program had not Senator Wilbur Mill$ of Arkansas been so 
adamant on his stand in this. It would seem that he is certainly 
sponsoring thé denial of chiropractors participating in the Medicare 


program. 
With kindest. personal regards, I am 


Sincerely yours, 


Kr ht fA Te a4 


WIM:ja William L. Marr, M.D. 
CCz: John W. Middleton, M.D. 

200 University Boulevard 

Galveston, Texas 77550 


AUG 27 195 


Departaent 
INVESTICATI: 


TEXAS MEDICAL ASSOCIATION 


300! MONTH LAMAR BLVD. @ AUSTIN. TEXAS 78701 @ ARELa CODE S12, GRrxrwees 26704 


August <4, 1968 


“William L. Marr, M. D. 
Interna icine Associates 
200 Universi ulevard 
Galveston, Texas 0 


Dear Dr. Marr: 


Please know that we are most grateful to you for the time and 
attention which you have given to the issue of chiropractic, 
and for your visit with Dr. Donald Duncan. 


We can appreciate that it would be helpful to secure authenticated 
evidences of injury or evidences of delay of proper treatment as a 
result of the use of services of the chiropractor, These illustrations 


could be dramatic, and undoubtedly could strengthen the report 
appreciably. 


We are taking the liberty of sharing your communication with H. 


Doy] Taylor, Director, Department of Investigation, American Medical 
Association. 


We will invite Mr. Taylor to provide you with specific case histories 
or records which he might have available. 


Best wishes. 


Cordially yours, 


Cc. Lincoln Williston 
Executive Secretary 


cc: H. Doyl Tavior, LL.B.' 
eno. 


AMERICAN NIEDICAL ASSOCLATION 
535 NORTH DEARBORN STREET « CHICAGD, ILLINOIS 60610 « PHONE (312)_§27.3500 « TWX 910-221-0300 


ew orasion DRAFT 


Gers RO O. HIRSH, 
Gnacter 


DUFARTAENT GF 
Gvistteation 


4, GOYL TAYLOR, 
Ouccter 


John W. Cashman, M.D. 

Asststant Surgeon General 

Director, Division of Medical 
Care Administration 

Departmant of Health, Education, 
and Welfare 

Public Health Service 

800 North Quincy Siroet 

Arlington, Virginia 22203 


Dear Doctor Cashman 


Thanx ysu for your letter of August 22 and the copy of the preliminary 
statement on the approach that has been doveloped for undertaking tho 
study relating to the coverage of services under the supplencntary 
medical insurance part of the Medicare program of additional types of 
practitioners porforming health services in independent practice. 


Various members of the staff of the American Medical Association 
recently providec your staff with detailed information on various facets 
of this study, which we assumed would be made available to the various 
Export Review Panels and the Ad Hoc Consultant Group. And we assure you 
and all others involved with this study that all facilities of the 
American Medical Association remain available for any and all additional 
purposes that they can cerve. 


Wo believe this study to bo of paramount ‘inportance to the naintenance 
of quality health care of the public and that it will set the pattexn for 
health programs fer many, many years to cone. 


Inclusion of such unscientific cult practitioners as chiropractors 
naturopatha and naprapaths would obviously reduce the quality hoalth care 
we all are dedicated to provide, would increase the cost burden on the 
public without any justification and would create an administrative 
nightmare. 


Sincerely, 


FJ. iL. Blasingane, NM. DB. 


AMERICAN MEDICAL ASSOCIATION 


835 NORTH DEARBORN STREET « CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60610 « PHONE (312) 527-1500 « TWX 910-221-0300 


BERNARD D, HIRSH, DRAFT 
Direct: 


BEPAMTAXINT OF 
DOPESTICATION 


MK. DOYL TAYLOR 
Disecter 


John VW. Cashman, M.D. 

Assistant Surgeon General 

Director, Division of Nedical 
Care Administration 

Department of Health, Education, 
and Welfare 

Public Health Service 

800 Korth Quincy Street 

Arlington, Virginia 22203 


Dear Doctor Cashman: 


It is our understanding that, in accordance with Section 141 of 
Public Law 90-248 as enacted bythe SOth Congress, a study is being nade 
“yelating to the inclusion under the supplenentery medical insurance 
program (Part B of Title XVIII of the Social Security Act) of services 


of additional types of licensed practitioners performing health services 
4n independent practice." 


This is to assure you and ail others involved with this study that 
all facilities of the American Medical Association are available for any 
and all purposes that they could serve,... . ,O.. 

We believe this study to be of pardmount importance to the maintenance 
of quality health care of the public; /that it will set the pattern for 
health programs for many, many years to come. 


Inclusion of such unscientific cult practitioners as chiropractozs, 
naturopaths and naprapaths would obviously reduce the quality health care 
we all are dedicated to provide, would increase the.cost burden on the 


public without any justification, and would create an administrative 
nightmare, 


Sincerely_yours, 


P. J. le Blesingane, ulp. 
Exccutive-Vico-Prousidoant 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 
PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE 
608 NORTH QUINCY STREET 

BUREAU OFXSOCKE SERVICES SEMIS TON MIRGINGA, arate 


never TO: DMCA: PSB 


teCeiVe D 


AUG 2 2 1968 AUE 26 i968 


OK. VICE Hn 
F.J.L. Blasingame, M.D. 
Executive Vice-President 
American Medical Association 
535 North Dearborn Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60610 


Dear Dr. Blasingame: 


In the recent amendments to the Social Security Act, Congress directed 
the Secretary of Health, Education, and Welfare to undertake a study, 
among others, relating to the coverage of services under the supplementary 
medical insurance part of the Medicare program of additional types of 
practitioners performing health services in independent practice. The 
study has been assigned to this Division. 


The practitioners selected for study are audiologists, chiropractors, 
corrective therapists, naturopaths, occupational therapists, optonetrists, 
physical therapists, psychologists, social workers, and speech pathologists. 


Enclosed is a preliminary statrment on the approach we have developed ror 
undertaking the study. 


Because of the extremely short time period we have to complete this 

study for Congress, Mr. Frank Bane, the chairman of the consultant 

group which is advising us, has had to limit the presentations before 

the group, to the national organizations of the practitioners coat 7 
in the study. We are eager, however, to receive fram you any comments 


or material that would be helpful to our consultants and staff in / 
considering the important issues presented by the study. We would 
appreciate hearing from you at your early convenience. / 


Sinc yours, — 


(a ter oa LA, “oo 


Joni W. Cashman, M.D. 

Assistant Surgeon General 
Diyector, Division of Medical 
/Care Administration 


Enclosure 


felts 
yore 


AUG 28 1958 ‘eo a 


Departren 
INVES Estes Bea Howard, M. D. 


DEP-.RTMENT OF HEALTH, EXUCATION, AND WELFARE 
PUSLIC HZALTH SERVICES 
660 NOATM QUINCY B8TACZT 


eUAEAU OF GRAN SEAVICES ARLINGTON. VIRGINIA 22203 


ALFER TO: DMCA: PSB 


i, cheine Co IK) 
Dr. Rehert J. M 
Chatesan of The Council Se 24 (Gee) 


Michigan Stute Medical Society 
120 West Saginaw Street. 
East Lansing, Michigan 48823 


Dear Dr. Mason: 


Secretary Cohen has asked me to thank you for your offer to testify 
on tne study of licansed practitioners performing health services in 
independent practice. 


The study has been assigned to this Division. We are completing the 
plan for the study which will include the organization of an Advisory 
Connittee. 


After the Advisory Comnittee has been establisned, they will decide 
on a pian for tne groups wno wish to suomit testimony. Your letter 
will be referred to the cnaixman. We expect wnat the first meetings 
of the Canmittee will be heic this sumer. 


Because of the many groups who will want to testify, it may de 
necessary to limit appearances before the Committee. Given these 
possible limitations, we would appreciate receiving any material 
you may wish to subnit to the Committee or staff. 


We appreciate your iaterest in tais important study and your offer 
to help our staff and the Advisory Comnittee, 


Sinéea rely yours, 


| l. a 


aden]. Cashmon, M. D. 
Pirector, Division of Medical 
are Administratioa 


RECEIVED 
MAY 20 AR. 
TRYLOFF 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH. EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 
PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE 


WAVHINGTON. D.C. 20270! 
NATIONAL CENTER FOR 


JAN 101969 
MEALTH STATISTICS 


REFER TO: 


Mr. H. Doyl Taylor 
Director, Department of Investigation 
American Medical Association 


535 North Dearborn Street JAN 13 1953 
Chicago, Illinois 60610 


RECEIVED 


Department of 
Dear Mr. Taylor: IZVESTIGATION 


Enclosed is a copy of Health Resources Statistics, 1968. This edition 


has been expanded to include statistics on inpatient health facilities 
as well as health manpower, 


Health Resources Statistics, 1968 has been mailed to almost 20,000 
persons interested in current data on health resources. The data 
presented could only heve been cecomplished through the excellent 
cooperation received from you by the Division of Health Resources 
Statistics in the Nationel Center for Health Statistics. With your 
assistcnce, subsequent editions of this report are plenned to be tore 


comprehensive, including statistics on manpower, facilities, aud other 
resources in the health ficld, 


I would soon like to renew our close colleboration with you for the 
preparation of the next edition of Health Resources Statistics, If 


you have any reconmendations in the interim, please send me your 
comments, 


Sincerely yours, 


Shh den Lae 


Sheldon Starr 
Staff Assistant 


Division of Health Resources 
Statistics 


-Z- 


2. The dolegation should faniliarize itself with the back- 
ground to the project and bo prepared to refute the usual 
arguments, 


These arguzents generally include: 


2. Tho invalidity of the Hz Report, 

2. Need to give pationts frecdom of choice 
of practitioners, 

3. Chiropractors are already liscensed at 
at the state level. 

4. Cost to include chiropractic is nominal 
(about $.25 por month is usually the 
Zigure uscd) 


Without answering cach of these contentions in detail 
here, there aro these general rebuttals; 


1. The HEW report was originally commissioned 
by Congress and implomeated with the best 
resources available to HF, 


2. Frecdon of choice was never intended to 
mean that a Federal subsidy for unscientific 
treatment should be the result. the over- 
riding issue is tho avaflability and reim- 
bursenment for quality health care. 


3. The chiropractors are not liscensed in all 
states and the degree to which they can 
practice on the public is generally restricted. 
Furthermore, there is no need to hake the same 
mistake twicc. 


4. Cost is not tho issue. It propably wouldn't 
cost mich to include voodoo or sone form of 
Druid cultisn eithex. Recall that the Title XIX 
Task Force recommends no reinbursenment for Nedi~- 
caid on tho basis that it is an unwise use of 
Federal funds. 


3. For those members of Ways and Means who have introduced pro- 
chiropractic bills (Burke, Ullman, Gilbert, Utt and Collier) 
make certain the delegation presents these individuals with 
the complete consequences of this legislation and ask for 
reconsideration, 


4. Obtain from oach Congressman his reaction to the materials and 
the discussion and his present position on the. issue if it were 
te bo before tho W & M Conmittce, 


S. Report tho results of tho visits to m no later than January 23rd, 


The material in this package 
own backsround information - 
tional foldexs to leaye with the Congressman in your assignment. 


Yhere are three special notes; 


1. Leon Swatzell, do not contact LS\MS on Boggs uatil 
you and I discuss procedure by phone, I will call 
you the first of tho week of 1/5/70. 


2. Dave Weihaupt, you have been included in the general 


mailing even though there are*no W & M members in 
your assignment, 


To a maximum extent, sct up similar mectings with 
those who actually introduced pro-chiropractic legis- 


lation - the priority remains, however, the contacts 
with W & Bt members. 


UEP :g1 
Attachments 


se: Narry R. Hinton 
Theodora R. Chilcoat 
J. D. siiller 
Doyl H. Taylor 


Contents of packets 


le Cony of EX"! report (cortatring 


is set up to provide a foider containing your 
marked “AMA Representative” and sufficient addi- 


me copy of Corcressic ‘si 
Rocera resrist, cure 9, 1959, remerks of Corgrosss:an 
Geiter S. caring). 


2. Senior Citizer.s tegs, January 1969 revrint. 
Se 


Excerpt from itenorce of Tesk Force on Hedicaid ani 


Related Programs, Xovomber 12, 1959. 
4. American Prudlic : 


Chiropractic, tovember 15, 1969. 
5S. Date Snect on Chiropractic. 


Hlealth association rosoluticn on 


JAMA editorial, "Chiropractic Condomnec," April 14, 195: 
JAMA editorial, "AT YOUR OWE RISK:Tho Cese Ageinst 
Chiropractic," Soptem:er 15, 1969. 
Paperback of AT YOUR Ovol RISK The Case Against Chiroora. 
sddition, tho kits that wont to AMA reprosoltatives 
also contained: Articles from PR Doctor November /Do cam 
1969; copy cf Dr. Gerald Dorman's spoech, Octover 1905; 
Sfaff lettor. 


MICHIGAN STATE MEDICAL SOCIETY 


aces Cos 317 
120 WEST SAGINAW STREST, EAST LANSING, MICHIGAN "48823, PHONE 337-1351 


RECEIVED 
July 31, 1968 

AUG 2 1968 
H, Doyl Taylor, IL.B., Director De 
Department of Investigation LVESriGaer es 


American Medical Association 
535 North Dearbo:n Street 
Chicago, Dilinois 60610 


Dear. Doyl: 
I'd enclosing a copy of a "keep thse pot boiling" letter to Dr. 
s 


Dr. Louie Hayes, former Vice Speaker of our House of Delogates, 
is now an official of Michigan Medical Service, our 18-19 fiscal 
agent, and: has access to the wierd claims for payment being made 
by chiropractors under Michigan Fedicaid. 


If we're called upon wa'd try to make a case for thess being 
a small sample of the troubles Title 18 would inherit on a national 
scale, with accompanying cost. 


I'l be over on Honday. the 18th for an AAMSE meting at the Drake. 
[Tepe the Summer is treating you kindly. 


Bost regards, 
Whe 
M. A. RILEY 


MAR: 8 
enclosures (2) 


MICHIGAN STATE MEDICAL SOCIETY 


a0¢a Cane 91F 
120 WEST SAGINAW RKIFRERT, RAST LANSING, MICHIGAN 48823, PHONE 337-1356 


July 31, 1968 


John W. Cashman, MD, Director 

Division of Medicai Care Administration 

Departzent of Health, Education, and Welfare 

6800 North Quinoy Street 

Arlington, Virginia 22203 REF: DMCA:PSB 


Dear Dr. Cashman: 


The Michigan State Medical Society appreciates your courtesy in 
replying to its letter to Sooretary Conen expressing our interost 
4n providing helpful information to the Advisory Committee which 
will study the feasibility of including rew types of healto 
practitioners under the Titie 18 and 19 programs. 


We. do hope that the chairman of this Advisory Committeo will afford 

us an opportunity to testify, for we ara of tro view that the inclucion 
of services by chiropractors undcr Title 18 weuld bo an extromely 
ill-advised action. Wa would plan to present information deasing 

with the performance of this group under their presontly allowablo 
privileges in our State's Title 19 program. Without question, this 
experience could be expected to forecast problens with which the 
Medicare program would be facod. 


Since your response to our initial inquiry was received in rid-lhy, 
wo assume that we will receive furthor inforration in tho nezr 
future as to the Advisory Comsclttec's plicn of action. 


Yours very truly, 


J. MASON, MD 
Chairman of The Council, HSS 


CONFIDENTIAL 


MEMORANDUM 


TO: H. Doyl Taylor, Director 

Department of Investizgacion 
FROM: Robert A. Youngerman * 
DATE: September 21, 1967 


SUBJECT: Meeting of Committee on Quackery, September 15, 1967 


The Awerican Medical Association Committee cn Quackery and 
its staff wet in the 6th floor conference soom on Sepcenter 15, 
1967. A copy of che agenda for the meeting is attached. 


Most of the discussion centered ground the foliowing problems: 


1) Chiropractic coverage under Medicare (both Ticle 18 
and 19). 

2) Adoption of AMA Policy Statement on Chiropractic 
by state medical societies and other organizations 
of medical interest. 

3) Status of chiropractic coverage under state Workmen's 
Compensation laws. 

%) Status of chiropractic coverage wnder privace insur- 
ance plans. 

5) Chiropractic efforts at obtaining accreditation ror 
their schools from the United States Office of Educatior 

6) Chiropractic eftorts in che various state legislatures. 


Jtems of special interest in chiropractic publications were 
teviewed with counteracting measures discussed. A careful review 
of the correspondence between the Committee Chairwan, Dr. Sabatier, 
and various chiropractic leaders was discussed with the inteation 

of formulating ideas on how this infermacion csn best be utilized. 
Certain specific state situarions were alsu brought to the Commit- 
tee's attention along with other intormational items, 


Basically, the Committee's short-range objeccives for containing 
the cult of chiropractic and any additional recognition it might 
achieve revolves about four points: 


1) Doing everything within our power to see that chiro- 
practic coverage under Title 15 of the Medicare Law 
is not obtained. 

2) Doing everything within our power to see that recogni- 
tion or listing by the U.S. Office of Education of 
2 chiropractic accrediting agency is not achieved. 

3) To encourage continued separation of che two nacional 
chiropractic associations. 

4) To encourage state cedical societies to take the 
initiative in their state legislatures in rezard to 
legislation that might affect the prectice of 
chiropractic. 


The Coomittee is of the opinion that if the two national 
Chiropractic associations merge, a mare effactive effort on the 


pert of the chiropractors both on 4 statewide and a national basis 


wouid be exerted, end che possibility of a more successiul, overall 
program mighe be achievec. On the other hand, in the Comaictee's 
opinicn at the present time the likelihood of these two netional 
associations getting together is extremely remote. 


Yrobably the singie two most important items on which the 
Committee and staff will have to maintain constant surveillance 
ere the Medicare and Office of Education situations. If chixo- 
practic coverage is ever obtained under Title 18, and if a chiro- 
practic accrediting agency for their schools is granted fedezal 
recognition by listing with the U.S. Office of Education, the 

sogram to contain the cult of chiropractic will be considerably 
more difficulr, if not impossibie. Liaison with otker AMA depart- 
ments, committees and councils has alrea¢dy been established in 
regard to the Medicare situation, and the AMA Washington Office 


hes meintained excellent liaison with the U.S. O£fice of Education 
through the efforcs of Oris Anderson, M.D. 


The Committee and staff heve agreed that certain recommenda- 
tions to increase the pressure on chiropractic in the next year 
should be keid in cbeyance for the tine being uncil it is determined 
skac Section 141 of ER 12080 hes been enacted irito law. “This 
Section provides for a "study te determine the feasibility of 
inclusion of certain additional services under Part B of Title 18 
of the Social Security Act."" Such a study would be under the 


Pe ee 


jurisdiction of the secretary of HEW and would consider the question 
of adding the- services:of additional types of licensed practitioners 
performing health services under the supplementary medicel insurance 
program. If section 141 is impiemented, stafi and Committee 
already have comenced investigating the possibilicy or Stanford 
Research Institute of Menlo Park, California, beinz given the 
assignment by HEW to conduct such a study, or at least to conduct 
that part of the study that would include various aspects of the 
eurrent status of chiropractic practice in the United Staces. 

We have been reliably informed the outcome of such a study would 

not recommend chiropractic services be included under the act, and 
might very well 20 so far as to call it a health hazard. Steps 

have been taken with officials of both the United States Public 
Health Service and the Stanford Research Institute to have such a 
study made regardless of whether Section 141 is enacted. Presumably, 
the Stanford Research Inscitute could complete such a survey oy 
January 1, 1969. Once this survey has been completed, whecher 
under, government auspices or not, and assuming it would be negative 
to chiropractic (and we have every xeason to believe this is thea 
case), it would almose strike the Final blow to the future of 
chiropractic. State medical societies then could have their haads 
Strengthened to such an extent that there is little dcoubc but 

State legislatures would seriously consider rescinding stace 
chiropractic Licensing laws. 


Tentative meetings have been set up between Committee members 
and staff with officials of the Health Insurance Cuouccil and the 
American Association of Blue Shield Plans concerning attempts 
by chiropractors to obtain coverage under both Blue Shield plans 
in the various states and under private insurance policies. We 
are hopeful the Health Insurance Council will, act the minimun, 
adopt a statement clarifying the claim by chiropractors that 
chiropractic services are covered by more than 500 insurance 
companies. 


Because of Committee and staff efforts the American Cancer 
Society has issued a policy statement in regard to chiropractic. 
Tne Arthritis Foundation also is considering adopting a stacement 
of ics own in regard to chiropractic. Many other voluntary health 
organizations alse are giving sezious consideration to such action. 
By so doing, the AMA could obtain valuable allies in regard to 
future efforts to contain the cult. 


The packet of information that rec distributed to cach Congress 
participant was tho nost arvitions undertaking yot tried oy this Departnant 


atc the post-Congrsass dce=aad fo> adeitionsl copicos of the packots has over 
woolscd Us. 


The Conwn'ess prograg per sa established AM. es the nation's leador 
in cdacacion of tho puvlic abeut queckery. It established tho Atc:\/s Corcnittoo 
on Qeaciiery feos tht Lirat tics as a wursing eatity, 4asifcer cs the public is 
ecoresrned, The tour Co:riitteo asxbers who narticipated, eithor as acderators 
or Dro;ran particinoncs, perforced boyond our fondost hopos. (The £izth 
Cormrittce vomver was 11] ead uaadlo to attend.) 


Taore €2= some disturbing influences, Tho National Health Federztion, 
the chiropractors and tie Xrooiczan promoters all sct up chop on our doorstep. 
Wo had supplice tha Communications Division in advance with counteracting 
infozsation--the "Fata Scot on the tiational Health Fedoration” and the 


“oz zy's Wealeh erticlo reprint; backzvound on the chiropractic spokexnen and 
bacisiounc on the ErcSiencn proponznts. 


Loc?l newsgazer covessese of tha Guackery Conzress was Eisroncintins, 
Canpite such advaico planning, but proelininasy scpreigals oe? natlonal press 
coveseye chews it to Lave been frou cood to exc2llont. 
Division is proz2seng a nse'set of press clippinss. 
etztice ere attached. 


Tae Co.s-unicat iors 
A fow gothored by tiis 
Also attuched is a listing of prososou scoistrsats. 


fatto ard televisten caoverese anzccs23 to have been coed. A copy of a 
rosure prepared by Nickard Ditioat is attached. Hero, too, Lovever, tho coversce 


was cloudad by the anti~ncdical groups’ dcvonds on reaio and TY for “cqunl tino.” 
Loosing to tho Zutuse, thera ers nony thives being considvxod: 


1. After the Cuschery Cencreus, a s20ting wos hold with revbors of 
the Cousdinating Couferescos on Health Ingesuation, cenposod of such groups 
interested in Lishting health quackery as tn3 FO\, tho Foderal Zrode Conaission, 
sc, tio istionnl Livalth Council, the Americau Csncer 


Tid Pest Clizca Dspartse 
Society, the tirtlonal Dattor Desiness Burceu, and the Arthritis Foundation. 


& weet 


Tho Rational Health Counsell, rade up of nore thaa €) prozsessional, 
Voluntary and govoramental health syatcias, 49 considering, st our suspestion, 
a seotire of all its agency esrbers to plan an action caronign ezainst qusckery. 


Z on hosciul that traso ngencius will join us, particularly, in the oducstion 
TOTS ON Crsrorwsstic. 


2. Tho FOV s reno rsentative on the Coordinnting Conferonce est with 
mE: privately aftor tho Saturtay sessien to discuss the FOA's posicion on 
Qu.eusgry, particalasly chinopractic. J kad ces carlior and privataly vith 
actor Goldord. Tio cS veproseatztive had boos instructed particularly; to 


Zinc ous the AAS plans for its pxrugras on chiropractic and asizcd for cusgestions 


-4- 


AA's stand. JT told hin tho AWA plonnod to continuo its education progran, 
beaned at the public, and would actively oolicit tho essistance of allicd 

sealth grours in tho progran. I suygestod that tho FDA nisht assuno the 
postsre shat chiropractic is a state problen, since chiropractic schools aro 
ast rocognicca by the O7f4co ef Tducation and all chiropractic degreos aro 
labeled a2 “spurious” by tho Office of Education, This vould, hoyetully, 
Yoyove £e02 OF tau consrossional pressures frou tho govormnent agoncics. 
I also sugcssted thet tho Fo. should ctop up its suizuro of illczal gadzets 
used by Cidvovsectors. Tne FDA reproscnta*avo svored onthusinstic in eccopting 
our euccesttions. Doctor Godda, in our couvorsation, cuggosted I nigkt want 
to. cor? to Vashington in tha neay future to diccuss tho prublons with hin. 
Quis is plreancd., Tio FR\'s interest ‘~ chiropractic 4a tho most hopoful sign 
yet from coverazent on this sudjce’ £3 could be tho bissost plus to cons 
fron the Guickery Conyress. 


3. Tho Coriaitteo on Quackery has submitted to the Board of Trustces 
& propcsed AMA policy statonent on chisopractic. If this is subnitted to and 
Bdonted oy the Huuse of Duelosates at Las Vegas, it ccutd stronzthon considerably 
tie A position, 


4. Peckets avo boing pronared, containing ssoeches rade at the 
Quaciery Cougress, for icnediate wido cistribution, both by thér Departrent 
ard by tho Cormcunicationas Divisica, Tis 2s in acditioa to official proceodings, 
wiies aro plsnned for publication lnte:, 


5. Too Corcsunécationas Division plans « distribution of tha chiroprsctic 
packet, cccospsnisd by a news reloaso, to the uajor nows madia. 


6. Taxts of tho napors are be.-z prosonted to JANA, Lor possiblo 
Yopzedsction, Tho ANA Noy3s and Todsy's Eoaltt:s also plan additional covorage. 


7 Acditional copies of ths slido film dceciurentary axe to bo nrdo to 
Bsot the wrowing dasand. Tiuis is- she very effoctize proscatation, with tancd 
huvrctivo, by Josops A. Sabaticr, Jr., .D., a nombor of the Connitten on Quackery 


8. Boing considered in a profess{onally produced 30-minute fiJm on 
chiropractic, tocosker with public-servico spot announccsecuts for radio and 
telovinion, Tho Cornunicaticns Division vould undortale thesza yrojects, with 
our hoip. 


9. Consitoratinon sxould bo given to brusisido distribution of tho new 
ehironractic Looklct, "Chixrepractic: The Unseientizic Cult.” Jim Rood is to bo 
oskod ebout the possibility of gottins copies of this boollot into overy 
yhysiciaa’s roception rvoa. 


20. Wo havo assimed tho position, supported by the Cesmittce en Cuackory, 
that vo will not debate chireprsctors. Cur stend is that chiropractic rust 
Zirst estadliah dtsvif in the sclonsific conzunity. 
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Chapter Five 
LABORING UNDER FALSE PRETENSES 


One of the AMA’s strongest allies in Washington against the 
Chiropractors is the powerful labor union, the AFL-CIO. This group fell 
under the AMA’s influence when the AFL-CIO took a stand against 
chiropractic coverage in Medicare. 

In the September 24, 1965 minutes of the Committee’s meeting, it was 
noted that Dr. Otis Anderson of the AMA was carrying on negotiations in 
Washington with Nelson Cruikshank, AFL-CIO lobbyist. What was to come 
of these negotiations was never noted in the minutes, but one thing is 
certain: the AMA would certainly attempt to get the powerful labor group 
to implement the AMA’s misinformation in their stand on chiropractors. 

In early 1969, the Honorable Anita Palermo Kelly, a member of the 
House of Representatives in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, wrote to 
George MEANY‘ President of the AFL-CIO, about chiropractic inclusion in 
Medicare. On February 10, 1969, Mr. Bert Seidman answered her letter, 
which had been referred to him. Being the Director of the AFL-CIO 
Department of Social Security, he was the most qualified to speak for the 
union. 

In his letter he stated, “While we hear of the occasional cure, we seldom 
hear of the hundreds, and perhaps thousands, of people in the country who 
suffered unnecessary prolongation of illness or even death because the 
chiropractor who treated them was not sufficiently trained or skilled to 
discover the basic cause of the illness.” 

The AFL-CIO spokesman had plagiarized the AMA’s policy statement of 
October 4, 1967, which states, “Chiropractic constitutes a hazard to 
rational health care in the United States because of the substandard and 
unscientific education of its practitioners and their rigid adherence to 
irrational, unscientific approach to disease causation.” The AMA pointed 
out in their policy statement that because of this “substandard” education, 
“The delay of proper medical care caused by chiropractors and opposition 
to the many scientific advances in modern medicine often ends with tragic 
results.” 

In ending his letter to the Pennsylvania legislator, Mr. Seidman indicated 
that he had enclosed a copy of the HEW Report “Individual Practitioners 
under Medicare.” He added, “I am sure if you read the report, you will 
understand why I feel as I do.” Considering who was behind the Hew 
Report and what Mr. Seidman said in his letter, one can only surmise that 
the AMA’s influence had seeped into the powerful union. 

Copies of this letter were sent to the Pennsylvania AFL-CIO, to Nelson 
Cruikshank, former Social Security Director of AFL-CIO and chairman on 
the National Senior Citizen’s National Advisory Committee and to Mr. 
William Hutton, Executive Director of the National Senior Citizens, Inc. 

Faced with the powerful alliance of the AFL-CIO and the AMA on the 
political front, it was only a matter of time before the chiropractic 
profession would buckle under the pressure. In its behind the scenes 
activities, the AMA moved quickly to insure legislative ostracism of 
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chiropractic under Title XIX of the Social Security Act. 

At the October 22, 1969 meeting of the Committee, Taylor reported 
upon “developments in regard to chiropractic and Title XIX of the Social 
Security act, AFL-CIO stand on chiropractic, and chiropractic efforts 
toward federal legislation.” 

With the dictator of misinformation on the scene with the AFL-CIO, it 
would be only a matter of time before the powerful union would join in the 
AMA chorus against chiropractic. As the record shows, on January 22, 
1970, Taylor told of developments of “Possible public action by the 
AFL-CIO in opposing chiropractic inclusion under Medicare.”’ He explained 
to the Committee on Quackery that, “The matter will come before the 
AFL-CIO Executive Council for consideration at its meeting in February 
1970.” 

On February 20th, labor raised its head and publicly voiced its 
opposition to chiropractic inclusion under Medicare. The powerful 
AFL-CIO Executive Council, the policy-making body for all of the 
AFL-CIO stated, “Of immediate concern is the threat to quality care 
represented by the drive to include less than fully qualified medical 
practitioners such as chiropractors in the Medicare program.’ They 
continued, “The AFL-CIO opposes any change in the Medicare law which 
would open the program to unqualified practitioners.” 

The Committee on Quackery was also informed at their May 1, 1970 
meeting that the union had not only come out publicly against the 
chiropractors but had lent their strong support to HEW’s opposition to 
chiropractic inclusion under Medicare along with another powerful labor 
union, the United Auto Workers. 

Taylor reported to the Committee on April 30th that the “AFL-CIO has 
submitted a “White Paper’ on this matter (chiropractic inclusion in 
Medicare) to the Ways and Means Committee, which supplements the 
AFL-CIO Executive Council statement in February 1970, and it is hoped 
that AFL-CIO will make public this position paper opposing chiropractic in 
Medicare within the coming weeks.” 

In the following months Taylor reported to the Committee on meetings 
and efforts with “US Senate and House members and committee staffs, with 
former HEW Secretary Wilbur J. Cohen, the National Council of Senior 
Citizens, the AFL-CIO, and others, concerning chiropractic legislation in 
Congress.” 

The AFL-CIO’s ‘Fact Sheet,’ which was sent to all members of 
Congress, strikes an uncanny resemblance to the AMA’s policy statement on 
chiropractic and the HEW Report on chiropractic, which just plagiarizes the 
AMA. The AMA’s policy statement, developed in 1966, stated: “It is the 

position of the medical profession that chiropractic is an unscientific cult 
whose practitioners lack the necessary training and background to diagnose 
and treat human disease.” 

At the October 29th, 1970 meeting of the Quackery Committee, “Dr. 
Ballantine pointed out the wording of the AFL-CIO ‘Fact Sheet’ (page 4) — 
‘Chiropractic theory and practice are contary to accepted scientific 
knowledge relating to health and disease.” This wording, he said in his 
editorial critique, is more easily understood by the general public then 
calling chiropractic ‘an unscientific cult’.” 
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With the AFL-CIO aligned against the chiropractic profession on the 
national level, the Committee moved to get the powerful union to commit 
itself against the chiropractors on the local front. It was revealed in a May 
13, 1970 letter to Doyl Taylor from Mr. John D. Noonan, Associate 
Director of Public Relations of the Massachusetts Medical Society, that such 
steps had been taken. He stated to Taylor, “The response to the Society’s 
letter to the Massachusetts AFL-CIO for consideration of the resolution 
rejecting chiropractors under Medicare has been most favorable.” In closing 
he said, “If you wish further information regarding the chiropractic 
program, please let me know.” 

Based on the above evidence one can safely assume that the AMA had 
instituted a program on a state level to align the local AFL-CIO offices to 
take up a resolution, similar to the AMA’s, against the chiropractic inclusion 
under Medicare. At their July 30th, 1970 meeting, Dr. Ballantine of 
Massachusetts stated to the Committee that “where labor can be brought 
together with the manufacturer’s association in a common cause against 
paying for chiropractic services in state programs, . . . you really have a 
strong effort going.” 

Spurred by the Committee on Quackery’s incessant political maneuvering 
at all levels, there has been a ground well of opposition to chiropractic as a 
health-care provider under Medicare coming from the country’s largest labor 
organization and perhaps the nation’s most influential consumer group on 
all fronts. 

Keeping in mind their objective, the elimination of chiropractic, the 
monopoly-minded medical masterminds of misinformation could almost 
guarantee that chiropractic would never be included in Medicare, now or 
ever. 


Political Overkill in Ohio 


The demented head of the AMA’s Quackery Committee has also popped 
up in other areas involving labor unions. In addition to overseeing that 
chiropractic was excluded in the Federal Government Medicare Plan, the 
merchants of misinformation plague also seeped into the labor negotiations 
between the International Union of Electricians and General Motors in 
Ohio. 

The State of Ohio has what is called an “insurance equality” law which 
would apply to chiropractic health-care services in union health plans for its 
members. On this basis the IUE local was seeking chiropractic inclusion in 
the General Motors contract negotiations in 1970 in Ohio. The success of 
such inclusion would benefit thousands of IUE union members and would 
be in accord with AMA’s freedom of choice concept in health-care services 
between patient and practitioner. As Senator Eugene McCarthy so aptly put 
it, “I respect the right of freedom of choice of those paying for the program 
to seek the health services they desire when such services are licensed by the 
state.” The IUE union members would certainly be paying for the services 
they wished to be included in their contract negotiations with General 
Motors, thus they were exercising the right to a freedom of choice. 

As usual, the dictators of the AMA’s dogma on chiropractic got wind of 
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the IUE labor negotiations with General Motors and moved in for the kill. 
As was revealed in the minutes of the October 29, 1970 Committee 
meeting, they worked against IUE union members’ right for freedom of 
choice to have chiropractic services included in their new contract. 

The Machiavellian Merchants listened attentively as the Director of 
Investigation described the background of the Ohio situation involving the 
union and General Motors. They must have sighed with relief when Taylor 
told them that “he has been assured this demand (chiropractic inclusion in 
the contract) will be opposed by General Motors ...”’ This statement from 
Taylor could only have been made if he were in contact with General 
Motors officials in Ohio, seeing that such inclusion of chiropractic services 
would never come about. 

Unbeknown to the, little guy — the local union member of the IUE in 
Ohio — Taylor also revealed a very interesting maneuver on his part 
involving the national labor unions when he stated, “that national labor 
pressure is being applied on IUE to withdraw demand” (for chiropractic 
health-care service in their contract). 

With Taylor enlisting the aid of the AMA’s powerful allies, the national 
labor unions in Washington, to apply pressure on the Ohio IUE contract 
negotiations through that union’s officials plus the assurance coming from 
General Motor’s officials that the union demands for chiropractic inclusion 
would be opposed, there was little likelihood that this clause would stay in 
the contract. 

This evidence that the AMA had interfered with labor negotiations 
between General Motors and IUE in Ohio is just another example of the 
Machiavellian Merchants’ success in their ‘“‘political overkill” of 
chiropractors on the national and state level. 


Interference in Kentucky 


In the State of Kentucky, chiropractic was being attacked on several 
fronts, all steming from the AMA’s home office in Chicago. As early as 
1965, the activities of chiropractors in Kentucky had been monitored by 
the Committee on Quackery. These activities became the background for 
events to follow, leading up to the attack by the AMA and the national 
AFL-CIO on the Kentucky AFL-CIO for their pro-stand on chiropractic 
services in that state. 

On September 24, 1965, the Committee on Quackery had discussed a 
questionnaire which was to be distributed in the state of Kentucky which 
the Committee felt would prove to be extremely valuable. It was not 
disclosed to whom this questionnaire would be directed, but judging from 
Taylor’s question to the Committee as to whether the questionnaire was too 
medically oriented or not, one could safely assume it was directed at a 
non-medical group. (At any rate, it is for certain that the results of such a 
questionnaire would only be used against the chiropractors in that state.) 

In addition to the questionnaire, the Committee reported on January 21, 
1966, that chiropractic advertising in Kentucky should be combatted in 
what was described as ‘‘friendly persuasion.” The approach to be employed 
was “a personal approach by a physician to the editor of a newspaper 
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explaining that acceptance of chiropractic advertising is not in the public 
interest.”” The Committee “agreed that each state should become more 
aware of (chiropractic) deceptive advertising provisions in the licensing laws, 
and where none exist, such legislation should be encouraged.” 

At their September 7, 1966 meeting, the Committee discussed the results 
of the survey on chiropractic coverage under various workman’s 
compensation laws and the possibility of publishing the survey in an article 
for the AMA News. It was revealed that Dr. Scroggin “reported on the 
excellent job of the Kentucky Medical Association in successfully defeating 
the attempt by the chiropractors to be included under the state workman’s 
compensation act.” It is likely that the questionnaire which went out one 
year prior to this meeting was the survey mentioned at this meeting. 

The Committee had put a lot of attention on the chiropractic situation in 
Kentucky and as was recorded in the January 12, 1968 minutes, the 
Committee felt that because of “recent reports on the Kentuckian situation, 
there should be a re-evaluation by labor in regard to its support for this 
institution,” the “institution” being, of course, chiropractic in Kentucky, 
and the chiropractic situation in that state being Kentucky’s recognition of 
chiropractic services up to the point where the AMA stepped in. 

With the Kentucky Medical Society actively preparing proposed state 
legislation regarding chiropractic as early as 1968, the Committee could be 
assured that it would be only a matter of time before that state would enact 
legislation to totally eliminate the practice of chiropractic there. 

Almost as soon as the HEW Report came out in January of 1970, the 
AMA moved to capitalize on this “independent” government finding aginst 
chiropractic services under Medicare. In a planned move to get individual 
States to exclude chiropractic services from their Medicaid programs, the 
AMA had their state medical societies and medical journals reprint the HEW 
Report. At the January 22, 1970 meeting, Dr. Stevens reported to the 
Committee that the Kentucky Academy of General Practice Journal had 
printed an article and an editorial adding its “support” to the HEW Report. 
This, of course, gives the appearance that the HEW Report is indeed an 
independent survey since the medical society is adding its support as a 
seperate entity. 

Also in Kentucky, there was a proposed resolution to be brought before 
the Kentucky Medical Association’s annual meeting that the KMA “adopt as 
a primary legislative goal for the 1972 General Assembly the elimination of 
chiropractic through appropriate legislation.” This move, as outlined by Dr. 
Stevens at the July 30th, 1970 Committee meeting, was an example of the 
AMA’s foresight in their efforts to bring about the elimination of 
chiropractic on a state level. 

On October 3, 1970, the Kentucky Labor News, the official organ of the 
AFL-CIO in that state, headlined an editorial entitled “Medical Monopolists 
...” This editorial very clearly outlined union feelings about the attack on 
chiropractic by the Kentucky Medical Association. Billed as ‘the only labor 
newspaper in the United States denounced by Senator Barry Goldwater,” 
the editorial ostracized the KMA as being ridiculous and said that the KMA 
was outside their jurisdiction in their moves to outlaw chiropractors in 
Kentucky. Noting that the KMA had fought Medicare for 18 years and also 
Opposed laws to reduce drug prices, the union stated that in the fight 
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between the Kentucky Medical Association and Chiropractors, “The State 
AFL-CIO will be on the side of the Chiropractors in such a contest, all the 
way, with no reservations whatsoever ....”’ 

Under no uncertain terms, the labor union editorial then proceeded, 
reducing the KMA to being ridiculous when it pointed out, “(1) The KMA 
spokesmen delight in referring to chiropractors as ‘quacks,’ but we know 
some medical doctors who are quacks operating as assembly line ‘shot’ 
doctors who are quick to insist on subcontracted diagnostic services from 
other doctors and also quick to insist that a particular druggist be used by 
the patient.” 

The editorial went on to point out, “(2) Spokesmen for the doctors 
delight in ridiculing the effectiveness of the chiropractor, but the best 
witness for the chiropractor is the PATIENT. When we hear some workmen 
who have been injured tell us of finding no relief from medical doctors and 
later,” they continued, “finding relief from chiropractic services, WHY 
SHOULD THESE CLAIMS BE DENIED? If a workingman finds relief 
without the shot, the pill, or the surgeon’s knife - WHOSE BUSINESS IS 
IT TO DENY HIM HIS.CHOICE.” 

This, of course, is a very logical argument in favor of the chiropractors. 
The editorial continued ostracizing the KMA when it said, “(3) Doctors are 
not always right. The wave of malpractice suits throughout the country 
attest to that.” This point is a very good one, and one which the author has 
not put forward in his case against the medical dictators. They continued, 
“And, besides, how can we forget the amazing story of Sister Elizabeth 
Kenny — the nurse from the bush country of Australia — when she made 
fools of the official policy makers of the doctors’ organization on her 
treatment for polio — which was correct — against the doctors’ treatment — 
which was proven wrong!” 

This, too, is a very valid point. In its concluding statement, the 
newspaper logically pointed out in their fourth item, ‘““How can the medical 
doctor accept osteopathy and scom the chiropractor? ‘Osteopathy’ 
according to Webster’s ‘is a system of therapeutics based on the theory that 
diseases arise chiefly from displacement of bones, with resultant 
PRESSURE ON NERVES AND BLOOD VESSELS, and can be REMEDIED 
by MANIPULATION of the parts.’ Isn’t it strange how the work of the 
osteopath resembles the work of the chiropractor? Except, of course, that 
the chiropractor is not a member of the Medical Association.”’ 

The Kentucky AFL-CIO editorial ended with a strong, almost vindictive, 
ostracization of the KMA when they said, “Unless the KMA is ready for 
some interesting public hearings — at a time when organized medicine is 
generally despised for what it does — the KMA would do well to forget it .. 
. But the KMA may confuse publicity with notoriety ....” 

Such a strong statement against one of the AMA’s state medical 
associations would certainly draw a quick response from our friends in the 
AMA Headquarters in Chicago. 

In their attempt to foment trouble between the Kentucky AFL-CIO and 
the national AFL-CIO, the Committee on Quackery met on October 29th, 
1970 and discussed the matter. Dr. Stevens displayed a copy of the 
Kentucky Labor News, which he said contained a pro-chiropractic editorial. 
The minutes disclosed the Committee’s plan to get someone in the 
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Kentucky AFL-CIO to raise the question of the national AFL-CIO’s 
position on chiropractic. 

As was pointed out earlier, the national AFL-CIO was already aligned 
with the AMA’s slanted views on chiropractors, so if someone from the 
Kentucky AFL-CIO contacted their national office they would find a 
disagreement of views on chiropractic which would certainly raise some 
strife between the two. This, of course, would lead to one of three things. 
First, the Kentucky AFL-CIO would align its position against chiropractic 
with that of the national office. Second, through the removal of individuals 
who caused such an editorial, the AMA could see to it that the national 
office replace them with people who were aligned to their way of thinking 
on chiropractic. The third possibility was that the Kentucky local would not 
change their views on chiropractic or align with the national AFL-CIO, thus 
creating trouble between the two. 

Whatever the outcome, the Committee stated, “It was agreed that this 
should be accomplished internally.” So, here again, the merchants of 
misinformation were involved in an area which, at first glance, would appear 
to be totally unrelated to the American Medical Association's Committee on 
Quackery. 

This is just another example of attempts by the medical masters of 
misinformation to enforce their own power and that of their allies, the 
all-powerful labor unions, in their attempts to eliminate chiropractic with 
their “political overkill.” 
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Documentation 


key ANA officials in the subject of chiropractic. 

ad. CORRESPONDENCS FRCOWU FORMER CHIROPRACTIC SCHOOL STUDENT -~ 

This letter was published in AMA News. The Cornittce lest it 
to staff to determine whether Ms. Johason's knowledge could be utilized 
further. 

@. ARTICLES OF INTEREST. FROM AMA PUBLICATIONS -- These were 
received by the Committee as informational, 

2. ARTICLES OF INTEREST FZOM CHIROPRACTIC JOURNALS -—- The 
Conmittee receives theso as informational, but agreed the situation in 
South Dakota is of special interest and concern. 

G- GCOD HOUSEKEEPING ARTICLE -~ The Coanittee agrecd that 


articles of this type can be of trexendous help in our pregran. 
V. SPECIFIC STATE SITUATIONS 


&. CALIFORNIA -- It was agread the California Anti-Quackery 
Low should be considered by other state medical associations for oract- 
ment in their states. 

y. KENTUCKY -- 1) Recent reports on the Xentuchiana situation 
sowa to indicate a re-evaluation by labor in regard to its support for 
this institution. 

4“) OMAR C. HILER v. WILZIAN A. ROSE -- A staff follow-up 
iu Co be made. 


@. LOUISIANA -- 3) The Connittce was informed there have becn 


ne naw developments in this case. (;eGlothlin v. Palmer College cf 


Chircpractic) 


%) CORRESPONDENCE FROM NEW ORLEANS HOUSEVIFe CONCERNENG HRUSSAND'S 
FREATMENT BY CHIROPRACYOR -- Dr. Sabatier informed the 


Comaittee that he spoke with Mrs. Kelleher about her husbend's treatment 


the dEY report, ho comzcntod. 

Possible public action by the AFL-CIO in opzosing chiropractic inclusion 
under Medicare was explained by ir. Taylor. The matter will como before the 
AFL-C1O Executive Council for consideration at its meeting in Februnry 1970. 

Ur. Taylor told of dovolopments leading to tho statemont of "Limjted 
Practitionors” by the Executive Committee of the Health Insurance Council and 
the Boavd of Director's of tho Health Insurance Association of Ancrica (sea 
Addanduz). Dr. Ballantine moved, and tho other Committeo mombers approved, that 
the Comuittee go on record expressing its appreciation co tho HIC-HIAA for the 
statement. 

Discussion was held about tho Task Force on Chiropractic, appointed from 
the AMA staff to give emphasis to the campaign against chiropractic. It was 
pointed out that the Task Force is an wninistrative move designed to utilize in 
the most effective manner the AXA staff moxbors in various divisions. It was 
recomzonded by tho Committoe that Doctor Sabatier confer with Dr. E, B. Howard, 
ASA executive vice prosident, to offer the cooperation of tho Committee in 
intograting its efforts with the staff Task Force. 

Mr. Taylor reported on some contacts that could load to national publicity 
taa chiropractis situation. 

Committee members discussad the possibility of state legislatures ropoaling 
chiropractic licensing laws. Tho timing and possible approaches involved in 


such actions wore studicd, 


The Departzont of HE's Anniysic of ard Response to ¥he Chircpractic Wiile 


Minutes -2- Camelback Inn 
October 29, 1970 Scottsdale, Arizona 


were directed at William Day; president of the International 
Chiropractors Association, not Hoyt B. Duke, president of the 
American Chiropractic Association, as the story stated. 

Dr. Ballantine suggested that Dr. Frederick C. Weber, Jr., 
president-elect of the Connecticut State Medical Society, is 
a good friend of Senator Abraham Ribicoff, and Dr. Weber perhaps 
would bo a good contact with Senator Ribicoff in relation to 
chiropractic and Medicare. 

Mr. Taylor reported that the AFL-CIO "Fact Sheet” and the 
American Public Health Association resolution wil: be sent to all 
members of Congress by James R. Kimmey, Jr., M.D., executive 
director of the APHA. 

Dr. Ballantine pointed out the wording of the AFL-CIO 
“Fact Sheet" (page 4)--"Chiropractic theory and practice are contrary 
to accepted scientific knowledge relating to health and disease." 
Thia wording, he thought, is more easily undorstood by the general 
public than calling chiropractic "an unscientific cult.” 

In connection with discussion on the AFL-CIO "*sct Sheet,” 

Nr. Stevens mentioned the AFL-CIO situation in Xentucky. He displayed 
a copy of the weekly Kentucky Labor News, which contained a pro~ 
chiropractic editorial and report: of action by the state AFL-CIO 
convention. Mr. Taylor suggested that somebody in the Kentucky 


AFL-CIO should raise the question of-the national AFL CIO's 
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Scottsdale, Arizona 


position on chiropractic. It was agreed that this should be 
accomplished internally, 
B. Draft of Report of Cormittee on Quackery to AMA Board of 
Trustees--It was pointed out that the draft of the report in 
Exhibit D would be updatea with the new member of the Committee 
and the resolution passed by the Consumer Federation of America. 
The report is to be submitted to the Board of Trustces after the 
Congress has taken action on the matter of chiropractic and 
Medicare. Dr. Stevens and Dr. Ballantine suggested a strengthening 
of a recommendation by the Comzitted (in final two paragraphs) 
that, if and when the Board approves the report, there be stepped 
up activity from the national level to the state societies to have 
them act more vigorously on the chiropractic situation. 

It was decided to defer further action on the Report of the 
Committee to the Board of Trustees at least until the time of 
the 1970 AMA Clinical Convention. 
C. New Chiropractic Efforts Toward “Accreditation” of Chiropractic 
Schools--The statement by ICA chiropractor David Palmer was pointed 
out. Dr. Sabatier explained that the formation of the Association 
of Chiropractic Colleges is of concern, but it is not known yet if 
the "straights" and the "mixers" can really get together on the 
matter. 
D. The letter from NEY Secretary Elliot Ri¢rardsqn was accepted 


as informational. 
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Trl. 


E. Mr. Taylor reported how the resolution by the Consumer 
Federation of America came about, and the use being made of it. 

F. Situation involving Chiropractic in Labor Negotiations with 
General Motors--This has been an internal situation involving 

an International Union of Electricians local in Ohio, Mr. Taylor 
reported. Ohio has an “insurance equality" law, and on this 

basis the IUE local sought chiropractic inclusion in the Gil contract. 
Mr. Taylor said he has been assured this demand will be opposed 

by General Motors and that national labor pressure is being applied 
on IVE to withdraw demand. 

Ga&H. Exhibits I an J were discussed by the Committeo and accepted 
as informational. 

I. Items on the Regional Congerence in San Francisco and tne 
October 30 Regional Conference in Scottsdale, Arizona, were accepted 
as informational. The National Conference on Health Quackery- 
Chiropractic on Sunday, November 29, 1970, at the time of the ASIA 
Clinical Convention in Boston was discussed by the Comnittee. 
INFORNATIONAL ITEMS 

All items and exhibits were noted and accepted as informational 
with the following commentary: 

C. Updated Exhibit--Dr. Stevens reported the first showing of the 
revised chiropractic exhibit at the Kentucky Medical Association 
Annual Meeting in September was well accepted. Ouring the conventicn, 


physicians from the KNA staffod the exhibit. This served a doublo 
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Chapter Six 
THE FIX IN THE INSURANCE GAME 


Part of the AMA’s master plan to eliminate chiropractic was the Medicare 
and Medicaid programs. In addition to these health plans, the AMA moved 
to exclude chiropractic services in private health plans and Blue Shield 
insurance plans. Taking all these areas into consideration, the AMA, through 
its merchants of misinformation, has affected every American’s freedom of 
choice by seeing to it that chiropractic health-care services were excluded in 
these health insurance programs. 

Chiropractic coverage, under both workmen’s compensation and 
insurance plans, has been the subject of great concern to the Committee on 
Quackery. At their May 21, 1965 meeting, Mr. Taylor brought to the 
Committee’s attention the fact that the AMA’s Council on Occupational 
Health was working closely with members of the Committee in developing a 
comparison study showing the exact volume of claims paid to chiropractors 
in contrast to the volume of claims paid to physicians. 

Mr. Throckmorton, of the General Counsel Office, said he would discuss 
this topic with Dr. Howe of the Council on Occupational Health. He also 
stated, “‘He felt it would be desirable to have a record of the degree of 
acceptance of chiropractic by the insurance industry.” It was agreed that 
the matter should be pursued and the staff promised to obtain additional 
information on the subject. 

The staff of the Committee, being the Department of Investigation, were 
certainly in the position to keep their promise considering the many 
different tools they used in obtaining information. Once the Committee 
could determine the extent of the acceptability of chiropractic in the 
insurance industry, it would be only a matter of supplying the contacts they 
have established in that industry with their propaganda, thus turning the 
tide against the chiropractic profession. 

Under the heading, “Confidential Memorandum,” Robert Youngerman 
sent a report to Taylor concerning the September 15th, 1967 meeting of the 
Committee, which for some reason Taylor could not attend. It was 
discovered in this confidential memo to Taylor that the Committee’s staff 
was planning a series of meetings to stop chiropractic coverage in health 
insurance plans. Youngerman reported to the mastermind of misinformation 
that, “Tentative meetings have been set up between Committee members 
and staff with officials of Health Insurance Council and the American 
Association of Blue Shield Plans concerning attempts by chiropractors to 
obtain coverage under both Blue Shield plans in various states and under 
private insurance policies.” 

Four months later, in January, 1968, the Committee reported that staff 
would continue to maintain liaison with the National Association of Blue 
Shield Plans in regard to chiropractic attempts to gain coverage under Blue 
Shield. It was noted at this meeting of the Committee that a “productive 
meeting was held with representatives of Blue Shield on this point.” What 
the Committee considers a “‘productive meeting’’ would be, of course, their 
success in influencing the people of the Blue Shield Association and aligning 
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them against the chiropractors. This would be accomplished with their 
arsenal of slanted articles, their biased “Fact Sheets,” and any other 
propaganda they could muster up for the attack on chiropractic. The 
minutes further disclosed the success they had with the Blue Shield officials 
with this recorded statement, “They are actively considering various 
methods of excluding chiropractors from Blue Shield coverage.” 

The merchants of misinformation had struck again, and once more they 
had succeeded in aligning nonmedical groups against the chiropractic 
profession. This was another big step toward their goal of eliminating 
chiropractic in this country. 

A most revealing document came from the office of the Director of the 
AMA’s Department of Investigation on March 28, 1969. This letter, 
authored by Doyl Taylor, uncovered an unscrupulous plot against the 
chiropractic profession in the state of New Jersey. 

The letter, which was being sent out to all of the AMA’s state medical 
societies, had described how the chiropractors were stopped in their 
attempts for inclusion in that state’s Blue Shield Plan. In many states, 
legislation of various types has been introduced in state legislatures calling 
for mandatory coverage of chiropractic by all insurance programs. New 
Jersey is one of those states. Late in the 1968 session of the New Jersey 
State Legislature, a bill calling for mandatory coverage of chiropractic under 
Blue Shield was passed by both houses of the legislature. However, 
according to that state’s legislative laws, the Governor of that state has a 45 
day period in which to sign bills passed by the State Legislature. If for some 
reason the Governor chooses not to sign a bill in that period, he is in effect 
enacting a “pocket veto,” thus the bill would not be signed and put into 
effect (law). 

This was the case in New Jersey. The State Legislature had passed the bill 
which would have included chiropractic health-care services under Blue 
Shield in New Jersey. On March 7, 1969, the 45-day period allowed for the 
governor to sign the legislation elapsed and on that day Governor Richard J. 
Hughes issued a statement supporting the position he had taken in 
opposition to the legislation. 

Taylor revealed why the Governor opposed the legislation, upon what 
grounds he based his opposition to that bill and who was the deciding factor 
in the Governor’s decision. “Between the time of passage of the bill and 
Hughes’s statement, the Medical Society of New Jersey furnished the 
governor’s office with copies of the HEW Report on its study of 
chiropractic.” The Medical Society of New Jersey was no doubt acting 
under the orders of AMA Headquarters in this move and considering how 
the HEW Report came about and who was the instigator behind it, it is safe 
to say that the Committee on Quackery had an indirect hand in squelching 
chiropractic coverage under Blue Shield in New Jersey. 

In Washington, D.C., in early 1970, the Ways and Means Committee held 
hearings in which the National Association of Letter Carriers testified. In 
their testimony to the Committee, the NALC told of their action of 
withdrawing chiropractic services from their health care program. At this 
time there is no evidence that would indicate why the NALC took this 
action, but it would be safe to say that perhaps the AMA’s Committee on 
Quackery had something to do with it considering the fact that over the 
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years they had meetings with the officials of the Post Office Department 
and had a strong influence in Washington. 

The minutes of the April 30, 1970 Committee meeting did reveal that 
they had planned on using the NALC testimony, turning it into what they 
described as, “another persuasive article of information demonstrating 
chiropractic shortcomings.” 

During 1970, the Committee held another Conference on Quackery, this 
one in Boston on November 29th. Prior to the meeting, on October 8th, 
Taylor sent a memo to all State Medical Society Executives along with a 
post card, which Taylor put together as an “off the cuff” survey of state 
cere plans to determine the extent of chiropractic coverage on a state 
evel. 

He said in the memo that he was trying to nail down some definite facts 
on chiropractic involvement in state insurance plans. This political post card 
survey, which would reveal a great deal of information about chiropractic 
for Taylor, only required the recipient to make two x’s and a small 
statement on the carrier for the recipient’s state Title XIX program and 
whether or not chiropractic was included. 

Taylor instructed that, “On the enclosed postcard will you please 
indicate with an “x” if chiropractic services are covered under your state 
Title XIX program and/or Workmen’s Compensation program, and with an 
“x” if your state legislature has enacted a so-called “insurance equality” 
Statute that, in effect, requires chiropractic coverage in all insurance 
contracts.”” He added that he needed these postcards by November Ist. No 
doubt this postcard survey would be billed as an “extensive” scientific 
survey conducted by the Committee in all states to determine the extent of 
chiropractic coverage under state insurance plans. 

Using New Jersey as an example on how to stop any state legislature 
from passing a bill which would include chiropractic services under state 
insurance programs, the Committee was in the position to determine which 
states would employ the tactics used in New Jersey. 

With the Committee on Quackery moving in on the chiropractors at the 
state level and the national front well in hand, the merchants of 
misinformation have been successful in stopping chiropractic health care 
coverage under Medicare, Workmen’s Compensation, state Medicaid 
programs, national health insurance plans and Blue Shield Plans, virtually 
effecting every American’s right to a freedom of choice in the health-care 
insurance programs in the country. 

Using New Jersey as an example, the Committee could include that with 
the HEW Report and call it “overwhelming evidence” against chiropractic 
inclusion in health insurance programs on a state level. Using these reports 
and statements along with their other manufactured evidence, the FDA’s 
stand, the US Office of Education and the US Public Health Service stand 
on chiropractic, Dr. Alton Ochsner was safe in saying in his letter to all 
members of Congress that he hoped “the Congress will accept the 
overwhelming evidence now available that chiropractic should not be 
included in any health care program for the people, such as Medicare and 
Medicaid, and second, that chiropractic must not be included in any 
national health program under consideration.” 

In other states the Committee reported great success in combating 
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chiropractic inclusion in state insurance programs. At their February 5, 
1971 meeting, the Committee commended the Alabama Medical Society for 
the action taken by the 29-member Advisory Council for Comprehensive 
Health Planning of Alabama in recommending that chiropractic should be 
“considered potentially dangerous to health, should be discouraged, and 
eventually eliminated in the state.” Thanks to the Alabama State Medical 
Society and the fine work of the Committee on Quackery, the Alabama 
State Committee of Public Health formally adopted the recommendation 
set forth by the Advisory Committee. 

Dr. Stevens also reported at this meeting that he had discussed the 
possibility of developing model legislation restricting or eliminating the 
licensure of chiropractic in all states with officials of the powerful Council 
of State Governments. 

The elimination of chiropractic in health-care programs along with the 
overall plan to eventually eliminate chiropractic altogether was coming to a 
head. With chiropractic services being eliminated in Blue Shield Plans 
throughout the states, the Committee could rest assured that soon 
chiropractors would have no one to whom they could deliver their services, 
since chiropractic would be unlawful based on state and national legislation. 

On June 8, 1971, an urgent message was sent from the AMA’s Field 
Service Office in Atlanta, Georgia, to their Field Staff Department Director 
in Chicago, with a copy to Doyl Taylor. In telegram form the message from 
Tom Sawyer to Dick Layton stated, “Re: Chiropractors in Florida, (Seekie 
Pete), Dick, at final meeting of the Conference Committee (Florida 
Legislature) on the no-fault automobile insurance proposal, an attempt was 
made by the Chiropractic Association to have this bill amended to provide 
for mandatory coverage for chiropractic services in automobile accident 
insurance policies.” Mr. Sawyer then revealed how it was stopped. ‘Through 
the cooperation”, (in his anxiety to rush off the good news to his 
headquarters he mis-spelled through), “‘of the Chairman of the House 
Conferrees, and the Chairman of the Senate Conferrees, this concept was 
rejected.” 

Not only have the merchants of misinformation kept chiropractic 
services from being covered under Blue Shield Plans in the states, but they 
have been successful in assaulting chiropractors in other insurance related 
programs. This all fits in with the Committee’s master plan to eliminate 
chiropractors - period. 


Setting Policy for Insurance Groups 


The Health Insurance Association of America (HIAA) has in its 
membership hundreds of health insurance companies in the United States. 
This association is the policy-making group for the health insurance 
industry. If they formulate a policy on a specific subject, such as 
chiropractic exclusion in health insurance programs, it is likely that its 
member organizations will adopt such policy. 

The AMA’s merchants of misinformation have, of course, provided this 
association with their manufactured misinformation and propaganda and 
through secret meetings with officials of HIAA and members of the 
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Committee, they have dictated HIAA’s anti-chiropractic stand to exclude 
chiropractic services in health insurance policies. 

The AMA has listed in their directory as one of their councils, the 
Council on Medical Services. Working under the direction of the Council is 
the Committee on Health Care Financing. As of 1971 the Chairman of the 
Council on Medical Services (CMS) is Dr. Guy A. Owsley, who is also, as it 
turns out, on the Board of Directors of Blue Shield. Also on the CMS is Dr. 
Charles J. Ashworth. In addition to his function as a Council member he is 
the 1971 Chairman of the Committee on Health Care Financing. He too, 
along with Dr. Owsley, is on the Blue Shield Board of Directors. With these 
two men subject to the Committee on Quackery’s whims, it is little wonder 
the chiropractors were excluded under Blue Shield in many areas. 

In addition to these contacts, the Committee also had available a 
representative from HIAA. In 1966, at their September 6th meeting, the 
Committee discussed a closer working relationship between themselves and 
the AMA’s Insurance Committee, the reason being, it was discovered in the 
minutes of that meeting, that a representative of the Insurance Committee 
had appeared before the International Chiropractic Association which was 
holding a symposium on insurance. The individual discussed was not named 
in the minutes, but the following was: he was also the Director of 
Information and Research of the Health Insurance Association and also 
served as a consultant to the AMA. “The Committee agreed its views on 
chiropractic should be sent to the AMA Insurance Committee so this 
information, if necessary,” they disclosed, “‘could be relayed to the Director 
of Information and Research of the Health Insurance Association.” 

This, then, was the first step the merchants of misinformation took to 
influence HIAA’s stand on chiropractic. 

On January 7, 1967, the Committee moved a step closer in spreading 
their influence in the insurance industry. In their discussion of payment of 
chiropractic claims by insurance companies it was decided that a meeting 
would take place with the assistant director of the Health Insurance 
Council. The minutes disclosed that “it was suggested that Dr. Sabatier give 
a presentation on chiropractic to the HIC’s Committee on Allied Health 
Professions.” 

As the record shows, much can be said for Dr. Sabatier’s distorted 
presentations on chiropractic and the destruction they have brought to the 
profession of chiropractic over the years. No doubt the Committee had high 
hopes for the effect which Dr. Sabatier would create at HIC with his 
not-so-creative presentation of chiropractic. 

Mr. Youngerman, at the May 7, 1967 meeting, reported on the progress 
of the plans to have Dr. Sabatier speak before HIC. In his brief summary he 
said, “that after meeting with Health Insurance Council representatives, it 
was agreed that Dr. Sabatier would appear before the Committee on Allied 
Health Professions of the HIC at its next meeting sometime during the 
summer.”” 

With their plans moving along, Taylor reported at the Committee’s next 
meeting, held on September 15, 1966, that staff had set up meetings with 
officials of HIC concerning attempts by chiropractors to obtain coverage 
under private insurance policies. This would appear to be in addition to the 
presentation by Dr. Sabatier. With the AMA’s influence on the insurance 
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industry’s official spokesman coming to a head, it wouldn’t be long before 
they would come out with an anti-chiropractic stand — dictated by the 
merchants of misinformation. 

On January 17, 1969, Dr. Fineberg and Doyl Taylor reported to the 
Committee the success of their recent encounter with officials of HIC. They 
said they had received a most favorable welcome from the HIC people at 
their December 18, 1968 meeting. They reported that with HIC studying 
the situation regarding insurance coverage now accorded chiropractic 
services, “The possibility of HIC adopting a policy statement on 
chiropractic was discussed.” There was little question that HIC would 
actually come out with a statement against chiropractic coverage under 
private health insurance plans with the Diplomatic Dictators on the scene. 
What they would say, would depend on how much pressure and influence 
the merchants of misinformation could apply on HIC prior to the release of 
their official position statement on chiropractic. 

The Committee’s advances toward this goal were the subject of 
discussion by Taylor at the July 11, 1969 meeting. He reported on liaison 
with representatives of the health insurance industry and their efforts to 
establish some sort of official position on chiropractic services in health 
insurance plans. Taylor was not premature in announcing that he felt the 
insurance industry would take a “public stand for payment only for 
scientific health care for policy holders.” The insurance industry’s stand on 
chiropractic exclusion in health insurance plans in America was forthcoming 
and the Committee played a great part in formulating the insurance 
industry’s stand on chiropractic. 

At the January 22, 1970 meeting, Taylor proudly “‘told of developments 
leading to the statement of ‘Limited Practitioners’ by the Executive 
Committee of the Health Insurance Council and the Board of Directors of 
the Health Insurance Association of America.” This in itself is evidence that 
Taylor and his Machiavellian Merchants had a big hand in seeing to it that 
the HIC and HIAA, first, become aware of the “terrible evils’? of the 
“unscientific cult of chiropractic,” and second, issued a statement which 
would block chiropractic services from ever being covered under any private 
health insurance in the country forever. The Committee must have 
unanimously endorsed, with deranged enthusiasm, Dr. Ballantine’s move 
“that the Committee go on record expressing its appreciation to the 
HIC-HIAA for the statement.’’ 

In April of 1970, an exchange of letters between the Health Insurance 
Benefits Advisory Council (HIBAC), the federal government’s official group 
of advisors on health insurance, and Robert Finch, Secretary of HEW, took 
place. Charles L. Schultze, former Director of the Bureau of the Budget, 
then the Chairman of HIBAC, wrote Mr. Finch that ‘The Health Insurance 
Benefits Advisory Council (HIBC) has become aware of the existence of a 
very well-organized campaign by the nation’s chiropractors to obtain 
coverage for the services under the Medicare program.” He continued, “The 
Council strongly opposes the payment of Medicare benefits for chiropractic 
services.’ He stated that the Council felt that such services have no medical 
value. He said that inclusion of chiropractic services in the program might 
actually result in harm to Medicare beneficiaries, because, as he put it, “they 
would delay or avoid seeking proper medical care.” 
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This, of course, is in tune with the same propaganda coming from the 
AMA chorus of misinformation. Much of what Mr. Schultze says has already 
been said by the AMA in the course of spreading their influence and 
misinformation. 

In plagiarizing what the Diplomatic Dictators of the AMA had already 
said, he added, “Also, the additional funds necessary to make such 
payments would add substantially to the financial burdens of the Medicare 
program.”’ Perhaps the Director of the HIBAC was in receipt of the valuable 
“inside information,” to which Taylor had access through his spies at the 
Michigan Medical Service who were monitoring chiropractic claims under 
that state’s Medicaid program. If so, then Mr. Riley, of the Michigan Medical 
Society, got his wish when he stated to Taylor back in July of ‘68, that “If 
we're called upon we’d try to make a case for these (chiropractic claims) 
being a small sample of the troubles Title 18 would inherit on a national 
scale, with accompanying cost.” Judging from Mr. Schultze’s statement it 
would certainly seem that this was the case, but then again all we have to go 
by is what he said in his letter to the Secretary of HEW. Or do we? 

In the HEW’s reply to the Director of HIBAC, Dr. Roger O. Egeberg, 
HEW’s Assistant Secretary for Health and Scientific Affairs, a title quite 
similar to one of the AMA’s committees, thanked him for his letter. He then 
said that “The Department’s position on this matter, and its reason 
therefore, are contained in its report, Independent Practitioners Under 
Medicine,” which he stated, “‘presents the results of a study requested by 
Congress and submitted in December 1968.” 

Based on evidence set forth prior to this above statement, the HIBAC 
and HEW were simply exchanging AMA-planted propaganda back and forth 
in their letters and calling it their own. On top of all this, the AMA’s 
Committee on Quackery took these two letters and read them on May Day 
of 1970 at their regional conference on health quackery held in Boston, 
under the guise that these were views set forth separate from their own — 
which is a deceitful, outright lie. 

As a direct result of the influence peddlers of the Committee on 
Quackery, chiropractic service was thus denied to millions of people under 
their private health insurance plans in America. A giant step backwards for 
chiropractors, just another step forward for the merchants of 
misinformation. 


75 


Documentation 


AMA ATLA 

TO: DICK LAYTON (GIVE A COPY TO DOYL TAYLOR) 
FROM: TOM SAWYER 

DAYE: 6/8/71 

RE: CHIROPRACTORS IN FLA. (SEEKIE PETE) 


DICK, AT FINAL MEETING OF THE CONFERENCE COMMITTEE (FLA. LEGISLATURE) 
OX THE NO-FAULT AUTOMOBILE INSURANCE PROPOSAL, AN ATYENPY WAS MADE BY 
THE CHIROPRACTIC ASSOCIATION TO HAVE THIS BILL AMENDED TO PROVIDE FOR 
MANDATORY COVERAGE FOR CHIROPRACTIC SERVICES IN AULOMODILE ACCIDENT 
INSURANCE POLICIES. THOUGH THE COOPERATION OF THE CHAIRMAN OF THE 
MOUSE CONFERREES, AND THE CHAIRMAN OF TIE SENATE CONFERREES, THIS CONCEPT 


WAS REJECTED 
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The Committee agreed that the ICA letter from chiropractor 
Thaxton, commenting on news reports on the speech, should not be answered. 
It also was agrecd that the ICA letter should not be exploited or 
publicized in any AMA publication or in the general press, but should be 
used only in specific instances for the purpose of providing help to 
individual state medical societies. 


The Committee also agreed that it 


would be fatal to seek corrections of errors in the Los Angeles Times news 
story on the speech. 


@. Sections from Department of H.E.W. Book, Academic Degrecs -- 


It was pointed out this was the first time any authoritative publication 
included a mention that chiropractic degrees were considered to be spurious.” 
2. AMA Insurance Consultant Speech at ICA Meeting -- The Committee 
agreed its views on chiropractic should be sent to the AMA Insurance 
Committee so this information, if necessary, could be relayed to the 
Director of Information and Research of the Health Insurance Association 
of America, who also serves as a consultant to the American Medical 
Association, and who appeared before an ICA insurance symposium. Closer 
lisison with this Committee in regard to insurance matters was suggested. 
&- Correspondence with H.Z.W. Official on Chiropractic -- 
Dr. Sabatier reportea that George A. Silver, M.D., Deputy Assistant 
Secretary for Health and Scientific Affairs of the Department of Health, 
Education and Welfare, was extrenely enthusiastic about receiving in- 
formation for his colleagues on the dangers of chiropractic. A set of 
Dr. Sabatier’s slides were sent to Dr. Silver at his request. 


Report of Investigation on Chiropractor J. J. ten -- 


Dr. Sabatier reported on the background of his experiences with chiropractor 


Americana Hotel July 11, 1969 
New York, New York 9:00 ava. 
COLMITTEE MEMBERS PRESENT: 

Joscph A. Sabaticr, Jr., .D., New Orleans, Louisiana (Chairman) 
HB. Thonas Ballantine, Jr., M.D., Boston, Massachusetts 

Henry I. Fincberg, M.D., New York, New York 

David B. Stevens, M.D., Lexington, Kentucky 

Ab STAFF PRESENT: 

BH. Doyl Taylor, Department of Investigation (Secretary) 

Oliver Ficld, Department of Investigation 

William J. Monaghan, Department of Investigation (Recorder) 

Dr. Sabatier announced that Raymond A. Berger, M.D,, had notified 
the Committec that he was unable to attend due to illness. fhe Committee 
formally moved that a letter be sent to Dr. Berger expressing tne members 
personal regrets that he had becn unable to attend the neeting and con- 
veying a sincere wish for his recovery. 

I. MINUTES OF LAST MEETING -- Tne Minutes of the last meeting of 
the Committee on Quackery on January 17, 1969, in New Orleans, Louisiana, 
were approved unanimously by the Connittee. 

II. CONCLUDED BATTERS -- These items were received by the Committee 
as informational. 

III. CURRENT MATTERS. 

Dr. Sabatier suggestcd that the Committee discuss primarily 
current major national matters: that Informational Ytems (Ko.IV) and 
State Situations (No. V), having been reviewed individually by the 
Committce members, be reccived as infozsmational. The Comaittee concurred. 


Dr. Sabaticr pointed out that the U.S. Department of Health, 


Education and Welfare's report on "Independent Practitioners Under iiedlcary 


forthright position calling for quality health care based on scientific 
principles for its members 2nd -its rejection of the unscientific cult 
of chiropractic. Mr. Taylor reported on liaison with dea aoe lee 
of the hoslth insurance industry in efforts tovard a formal, public 
stand for payment only for scientific health care for policy holders. 


Ho also reported on unsuccessful chiropractic efforts with the U.S. 


Office of Education to gain recognition as an educational accrediting 
agency. 

Chiropractic by Ralph Lee Smith,. due for publication ip August 1369, 
was discussed by the Committeo. Mr. Taylor told of the publisher's 
plans for promotion of the book, and he outlined details of projects 
in which the Anerican Medical Association plans to distribute the 
book. 

VI. NEW BUSINESS -- The Committee discussed the concept of 
holding regional meetings on chiropractic in conjunction with Committee 
mectings. Dr. Fineberg soved, and Dr. Ballantine seconded, a motion 
for the Committee to undertake such programs, to which state medical 
societies in the region would be asked to send representatives. The 
motion carried unanimously. 

Preliminary plans were made to hold at least three regional 
meetings a year, pinpointed to serve geographic areas of the nation. 
The first regional meeting is to be in Chicago in October 1969. The 
12 state medical societies to be invited are Illinois, Indiana, Jowa, 


Kinnesota, Wisconsin, South Dskota, North Dakota, Missouri. Nebraska, 
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AMERICAN MEDICAL ASSOCIATION 


$35 NORTH DEARBORN STREET « CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60610 + PHONE (312) 527-1500 « TWX 910-221-0: 


Un Brnsion 


BERNHARD ©, HIRSH, Wau xX A 10-9? 


SPS azeke.T OF 
WLSDICATION 


WM. OOYL TAYLOA, 
Ouacter 


As you know, legislation of various types hos been introduced in state 
legislatures calling for mandatory coverago of chiropractic by all insurance 
prograns. 


Late in tho 1968 session of the New Jersey State Legislature, a bill 
calling for mandatory coverage of chiropractic under Bluo Shield was passed 
by both houses of the Legislature. 


.On March 7, 1969, the 45-day period allowed the governor to sign the 
legislation elnpsed, amounting to a "pocket veto’ of the bill by Gov. Richard 
J. Hughes. He also issued a statement supporting the position he had taken in 
opposition to the legislation. A copy of the bill, as passed, and of Governor 
Hughes’ “veto” statement are enclosed for your information. 


Between the time of passage of tne bill and Hughes?, statement, the 
Medical Society of New Jersey furnished the governor's office copies of the 
HEW report on its study of chiropractic. The weight of the HEW report in 
Hughes’ statement is obvious, particularly that part of the HEW report that 
calls for the physician as the patient's "point of entry” into the hoalth care 
system. 


We hope this will be helpful to you. Please kecp us informetl on chiropracti 
legislotivo activity in your state. If there is anything we can do to bo of 
assistance, plcaso let us: know. 

Sincerely yours, 


bp od 


H. Boyl Taylor 
Director 


Enclosures 
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Chapter Seven 
INDOCTRINATE THEM YOUNG 


On the educational front, the Mind-Benders of the AMA worked 
meticulously almost from the Committee’s earliest beginnings to insure that 
the nation’s future MDs would all be indoctrinated on chiropractic. 

The Committee voted early in 1965 to see that their propaganda leaflets 
would be given “as wide a circulation as possible, especially to students at 
all levels.” During that same year a form letter went out to all State Medical 
Societies outlining the Committee’s master plan for eliminating chiropractic. 
In this 13 point program, coming from Robert Youngerman, were 
instructions to the state executives to ‘Encourage state universities or 
medical schools to conduct surveys of chiropractic in your state as well as 
considering lectures on quackery in general and chiropractic in particular.” 

In addition to having the local Quack Squad infiltrate the medical 
schools and universities to hold indoctrination talks on chiropractic, 
Youngerman instructed his subordinates in the “Utilization of Medical 
School Deans and faculty for statements on the inadequacy of chiropractic 
theories and education.” He added, along with the functions he outlined, 
that it might be necessary to not only indoctrinate students and deans of 
medical schools but also “to conduct an educational campaign for your own 
physician colleagues in order to gain their support.” 

Youngerman enclosed fourteen pieces of propaganda from the 
Department of Investigation which would make up a “quack pack,” which 
the state medical officials could use in their indoctrination course in the 
schools. This quack pack would of course grow as the years went by. 

At the January 21, 1965 Committee meeting, it was decided that a 
special form letter would be sent to the major Specialty Societies. These 
would include Academys, Associations, Societies of Dermatology, General 
Practice, Neurology, Orthopaedic, Pediatrics, Public Health Physicians, 
Radiology, Psychiatry and many others. In addition to all these Specialty 
groups, Dr. Sabatier suggested to the Committee that the letter also be sent 
to the Dean of each medical school. 

The letter called for the specialty boards and societies not to cooperate 
with chiropractors in any way. Each of the 56 medical specialty boards and 
associations who received this letter were reminded of the AMA’s Judicial 
Council’s statement of 1955 which described the ethicality of voluntary 
professional associations with what they called “cultists.” It read, “‘All 
voluntarily associated activities with cultists are unethical.” The letter also 
quoted the AMA House of Delegates 1933 statement which said, “The 
physician who maintains professional relations with cult practitioners would 
seem to exhibit a lack of faith in the correctness and efficacy of scientific 
medicine and to admit that there is merit in the methods of the cult 
practitioner.” 

This statement is not in line with some of the medical world leaders who 
feel that there is some validity to chiropractic claims and that many of the 
techniques used by the medical profession are similar, if not the same, as 
those of the chiropractor. The Committee’s own members have even stated 
that there is validity to chiropractic techniques. 
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This statement is also in conflict with statements recorded in the 
Committee’s minutes, when they felt they were in a very difficult position 
because “‘we do not have this documented proof that what they are doing is 
wrong.” 

The letter, which was signed by Dr. Thomsen, ended with a quote from 
the 1961 AMA’s House of Delegate’s statement, “There can never be an 
ethical relationship between a doctor of medicine and a cultist, that is, one 
who does not practice a system of healing founded on a scientific basis.” 

In addition to sending this to the specialty groups, Doy! Taylor sent the 
letter to medical schools throughout the country. In his March 11, 1966 
letter, he told the medical schools that “this Department has available 
recent data on the cult of chiropractic for distribution to your students.” 

In medical schools, the student, still an infant in the medical world, looks 
to the AMA as his “guiding light,’’ since they are the policy-makers for the 
medical world. Upon graduation, the student would soon be recruited into 
the all-powerful medical association, carrying with him all he had learned in 
medical school, including the fact that Big Brother at the AMA had laid 
down the law early in his formative years as an MD that chiropractic was a 
no-no. In addition, even to associate with such evils as chiropractic could 
constitute disciplinary actions against the newly indoctrinated AMA 
member for violation of edicts passed by their House of Delegates. 

At the September 7, 1966 meeting, the Committee was informed that 
the general reaction to the letter was favorable. At the National Congress on 
Medical Quackery held on October 7-8, 1966, Dr. Blasingame spoke of the 
AMA’s program to educate the medical profession on chiropractic. He 
described how the AMA was hitting hard at the chiropractors and he 
pointed out some of the accomplishments and the many publications on 
chiropractic that have emanated from the AMA. He also suggested that state 
medical societies give a “higher priority to their education programs on 
chiropractic.” This would include the 13 point plan outlined by 
Youngerman which includes indoctrinating medical schools and universities. 

One of the bigger inroads the Committee has made over the years was 
discovered in the minutes of their May 5, 1967 meeting. The Committee 
was informed that beginning that summer, Ball State University in Muncie, 
Indiana, would be offering a workshop for college credits on the subject of 
quackery. If the Committee could make a go of this one, there was a chance 
that they would push this workshop into the curriculum of every college 
they could indoctrinate with their anti-chiropractic sales pitch. 

In addition to getting such a course included as a college credit, the 
merchants of misinformation were told that the mastermind, himself, would 
conduct the indoctrination course on chiropractic. The Committee reported 
that, ‘Two workshop presentations by,’’ none other than the Divine 
Diplomatic Dictator, “Mr. Taylor have been scheduled, one on general 
quackery and one on chiropractic.’ The self-proclaimed professor must have 
worked hard at getting this coup off, but he did it and in so doing, took a 
big step forward in his indoctrination plan for students. 

In furthering their plans for brain-washing students, the Committee on 
Quackery held a meeting with the Iowa Medical Society to discuss tactics. 
At the October 4, 1967 meeting, Taylor outlined an Educational Program 
which the IMS should take up. 
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On October Sth, Robert Throckmorton, then legal counsel for IMS and 
former General Counsel for the AMA, sent a memo _ headlined 
RESTRICTED INFORMATION to Dr. R. A. Berger, Chairman of the IMS 
Committee on Quackery. In the memo he answered Dr. Berger’s request for 
comments on Taylor’s presentation. He stated that Taylor, in his outline on 
how to “educate” new physicians recommended, “that contact be made 
with Dean Hardin and also, through the Iowa Society of Osteopathic 
Physicians and Surgeons, with the Dean of the Des Moines College of 
Osteopathy and Medicine,” (both had probably received Taylor’s 1965 
specialty letter), “‘to encourage these institutions to bring to the attention 
of their students the subject of Chiropractic.” He went on to point out that, 
“It is also recommended that this subject be brought to the attention of 
interns and residents who are training in Iowa hospitals.” Throckmorton 
added that the best means to implement this program would be left up to 
the discretion of the Committee on Quackery. 

Taking Throckmorton’s commentary on Taylor’s presentation and 
recommendations for combating chiropractic, Dr. Berger then formulated a 
Report to the Executive Council of the IMS. In his October 25th, 1967 
report, also headlined RESTRICTED INFORMATION, he stated, “It was 
the consensus of the committee that a program of action be designed and 
implemented to combat the practice of chiropractic, which is acknowledged 
by the AMA, by the IMS and other responsible members of the scientific 
community as a health hazard.”’ He said the committee felt that “‘the time 
has come for the Society to step up its efforts in this regard.”” He added that 
it was an opportune time for action “in light of recent publicity involving 
chiropractic, in general,” (the publicity in its entirity was emanating from 
the AMA), “‘and the Palmer College of Chiropractic in particular.’ This was 
the article written by Ralph Lee Smith and instigated by the AMA’s 
merchants of misinformation. 

Heading the list of Priority projects was Taylor’s pian to first 
indoctrinate the general membership of the IMS. Following the inauguration 
of the indoctrination program to the membership was a public information 
campaign aimed at legislators, representatives of the press, professional 
organizations, voluntary health groups, the general public and educators. 

Priority III was the medical students and other educational areas. Dr. 
Berger stated, “It is, of course, obvious that one important way to thwart 
chiropractic is to reduce the numbers of chiropractors.’ Keeping in mind 
that it was Taylor who first suggested this plan to Throckmorton, the 
committee proposed a most diabolical plan to eliminate chiropractic on the 
educational front. 

In accord with the Grand Master Plan of the merchants of 
misinformation, Dr. Berger submitted to the Executive Council the 
following: “Develop appropriate educational programs to discourage 
Student interest in careers in chiropractic and to enlist the aid of all 
physicians in this endeavor.” He continued to outline that ‘Liaison should 
be established with educators and these individuals should be provided with 
factual information about chiropractic. The AMA (Department of 
Investigation) has appropriate informational materials which could be 
provided by the IMS to the state’s high schools and colleges.”’ This would, 
of course, include medical schools. 
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This, then, would be in essence tampering with medical school 
curriculums in their efforts to forward their anti-chiropractic propaganda 
drive. In this connection, Doyl Taylor has gone through great trouble in 
seeking out respected medical sources, such as Deans of Medical 
Universities, to take up his cause. Acting under the request of Doyl Taylor, 
the Committee resorted to hiring a public relations counsel to come up with 
some “fresh” ideas in combatting chiropractic on the educational front. 

On January 25, 1968, Philip Lesly of the Philip Lesly Company, a public 
relations firm located on North Dearborn Street in Chicago, sent Taylor his 
professional opinions on how to combat chiropractic. Starting off with 
“Dear Doyl,” the public relations expert submitted a few suggestions which 
he felt may not have been thoroughly explored at their previous meeting on 
January 12th. He said it would be a good idea to “Obtain the action or at 
least statements of condemnation from respected medical sources or 
scientists not a part of the AMA. To do this, we would no doubt need to 
single out those who not only feel that chiropractic is a public health 
problem, but who can be especially subject to persuasion to do something 
about it.” 

Among the people Mr. Lesly felt would be subject to the AMA’s 
dictator’s persuasion to move against chiropractic were two men involved in 
medical education. He stated, “For instance, it seems to me that by 
discussion with Dr. Beadle at the University of Chicago, the School of 
Medicine there could be prevailed (influenced) on to take leadership in this 
area.” He noted to Taylor that this school was centrally located for contact 
with the press. “Similarly,” he continued, “Dr. J. Roscoe Miller at 
Northwestern, being a physician himself, should be approachable in 
connection with the Northwestern Medical School.” 

He then outlined what means could be employed as a usable tool to 
persuade and entice the heads of medical schools to come around to 
Taylor’s way of thinking on the subject of chiropractic. “It can be pointed 
out to him, as well as to other heads of educational institutions, that a great 
deal of favorable attention would be focused on the institution among 
responsible medical professionals, who themselves are important in the 
support of medical institutions, and who have a great influence on other 
contributors.” The Dean of any Medical School would buckle under these 
pressure tactics, with the enticement that if they went along they might, or 
their school might, profit by taking a stand against chiropractic. At the same 
time, there was also the possible threat that if they didn’t go along with the 
AMA’s propaganda on chiropractic they stood to lose financial support 
from the “responsible medical professionals” and ‘other contributors.” 

Adhering to his money-motivated line of thought, Mr. Lesly felt that 
because the Committee had a budget limitation, he, in turn, would have to 
limit the suggestions he could make. He said, “If we were to explore 
without these limitations on our thinking, a number of other avenues could 
be projected.” 

The AMA’s Committee on Quackery further reinforced their 
commitment to eliminate chiropractic when they designed a program of 
action to combat chiropractic for all state medical societies. The Committee 
deemed it essential that all state medical societies take up the cause and 
enact their masterplan of top priorities, especially the educational campaign. 
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In the model state plan the Committee said, “‘Encourage the Deans of the 
Medical schools and schools of osteopathy in the state to provide 
appropriate background information on chiropractic to their students.” This 
“background information” would, of course, be supplied by the merchants 
of misinformation. “Efforts should also be made to make such information 
available to interns and residents who are training in hospitals of the state, 
either through direct contact with these physicians by state medical society 
representatives, or by inviting these physicians to attend state medical 
society conferences where this subject is discussed.” 

By these means, the Committee would have a direct influence on the 
curriculum in the medical schools and through their state medical societies 
they would insure that medical students would be properly indoctrinated 
with anti-chiropractic propaganda. 

Following the lead of the AMA’s Committee on Quackery, many state 
medical societies took up the cause. In June of 1970, the Louisiana 
Delegation (the State in which Dr. Sabatier, the Chairman of the AMA 
Committee on Quackery, resides) introduced to the AMA House of 
Delegates a resolution condeming chiropractic. It stated, “Resolved, That 
the American Medical Association encourage medical schools to include 
specific information in their curricula regarding the nature of the health 
hazard to individuals who make up the general public which is posed by 
quackery in general and the unscientific cult of chiropractic in particular; 
and be it further 

Resolved, That the AMA transmit copies of this resolution to the AMA 
Council on Medical Education, American Association of Medical 
Colleges, the Dean of each medical school in the U.S.A., American 
Public Health Association, and National Health Council; and be it 
further 

Resolved, That the AMA be encouraged to offer bibliographic materials 
to each medical school and to other appropriate bodies relative to the 
health hazard posed by quackery.” 

The Reference Committee of the Congress recommended that Resolution 
24 be adopted, and at the AMA Annual Convention of June, 1970, the 
AMA House of Delegates did adopt this resolution. 

It is worthy to note that a long-standing policy of the AMA’s Council on 
Medical Education is that the medical school faculty has the right to 
determine its own educational program free from outside interference. It 
should be further noted that the Council on Medical Education was pleased 
to announce to the Reference Committee of the House of Delegates that 
they would be most willing to furnish to all medical faculties, educational 
materials which may then be incorporated into their teaching curricula. 

In this connection, it was recorded at the 1970 Annual Convention that, 
“In this case, the AMA Department of Investigation has indicated its 
willingness to make available its packet on chiropractic and other related 
materials for distribution to all medical faculties.” Continuing, the Delegate 
from Louisiana stated, ‘‘The Council on Medical Education will therefore be 
able to provide these materials to medical schools.” These materials could 
then be incorporated into the curricula. Much of the credit for this 
resolution can be given to Doyl Taylor, as it almost follows word for word 
Taylor’s proposed educational campaign for the state medical societies. 
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Soon after the resolution was passed by the House of Delegates, Taylor 
moved in for the “over-kill.” He sent a dispatch to Dr. William Ruhe, 
Director of the Division of Medical Education, going first through Bernard 
Hirsh, Director of the Office of the General Counsel. In his August 11, 1970 
memo, Taylor indicated, ‘Attached is a bibliography of the materials the 
AMA Department of Investigation is ready, willing and able to supply to 
each medical school or other “appropriate bodies’ upon request.” 

The three page bibliography listed 38 pamphlets, fact sheets, reprints of 
articles, reports, health quackery congress proceedings and so on. Also 
included were the HEW Report, two articles by Ralph Lee Smith, plus his 
book — At Your Own Risk, and data on chiropractic schools which was 
obtained through the medical-intelligence association’s spy network. The 
merchants of misinformation couldn’t miss in saturating the minds of 
medical students with this type of propaganda going into the medical 
schools throughout the country. 

Less than one month after Taylor sent out his bait through the Medical 
Educational Division, he got a bite. The Chairman of the Ad Hoc 
Committee on Quackery of the North Dakota Medical Association had 
promoted Taylor’s distorted concoction to a local medical school in Grand 
Forks. Lyle A. Limond, Executive Secretary of the North Dakota Medical 
Association, requested in his September 2, 1970 letter to Taylor, to please 
ship fifty-six packets on chiropractic to Dr. T. H. Harwood, Dean of the 
University of North Dakota School of Medicine. Mr. Limond said that, 
“Doctor Harwood wishes to distribute them to his second year class of 
medical students.” He then told Taylor that this request was an outgrowth 
of Dr. Robert Tudor, Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee on Quackery. In 
a September 4th letter to Limond, Taylor verified that he had sent a packet 
of materials on chiropractic to Dr. Harwood at the medical school. 

Attached to Taylor’s copy of the letter to Mr. Limond was a note which 
listed other medical schools who had requested materials from the AMA. 
This was only a short time after Taylor had put the materials together 
following the passage of the resolution. As of September, 1970, the 
following had received materials at their request from the dictator of 
misinformation: 

. University of South Florida — Tampa 
. Louisana State University Medical Center — Shreveport 
. University of North Dakota — Grand Forks, N.D. 
. University of Texas Southwestern Medical School at Dallas 
. Chicago Medical School — University of Health Sciences 
. University of New Mexico School of Medicine — Albuquerque 
. Pennsylvania State University — Hershey Medical Center 
. University of Wisconsin Medical Center — Madison 
. Duke University Medical Center — Durham, N.C. 
10. Texas Tech University School of Medicine — Lubbock, Texas 
11. University of Connecticut Health Center — Hartford 
12. Harvard Medical School — Boston, Mass. 
13. Georgetown University School of Medicine — Washington, D.C. 
14. Loma Linda University (California) 

In addition to the schools listed above, Taylor had received a letter from 

the Dean of Tulane University’s School of Medicine on October 7, 1970, 


WOONA NAA WH — 
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which outlined what Taylor would consider an ideal situation in medical 
schools. Dean Robert D. Sparks, MD, said to Taylor, “I wish to inform you 
of our steps to include quackery as a topic in the curriculum at Tulane 
University of Medicine.” He said that in recent years the subject had been 
discussed with the University’s sophomore classes and “Our present 
curriculum now presents a senior clerkship in community medical 
programs” (which would include chiropractic as a health hazard). He 
continued, “Our present group of seniors had a session on quackery and 
therefore the material will not be repeated this year.” In conjunction with 
this he added, “In the future it is anticipated that we will present the 
subject of quackery during the senior year clerkship in community medical 
programs.” He then disclosed that “Dr. Sabatier has presented this material 
to our students.” 

With chiropractic included in the community health program, the 
medical students had no choice but to be exposed to Taylor’s plan of 
indoctrination. Even if a student’s father was a practicing chiropractor in 
New Orleans, he would have no alternative but to come home upon 
completion of clerkship in community medical programs, denounce his 
father as a quack and declare that his father’s profession was an unscientific 
evil cult and a health hazard to the community. He would have to do this, 
of course, if he ever wanted to make it as a Medical Doctor. Since he would 
also be a member of the AMA, he would have to adhere to that association’s 
policies laid down by the House of Delegates. 

Not all the universities and medical schools were as receptive to Taylor’s 
propaganda as was Tulane. On August 26, 1970, Dr. C. H. William Ruhe 
sent a letter to the Rutgers Medical School in New Jersey dealing with the 
possibilities of teaching about quackery. Dr. Richard Cross, Professor of 
Medicine, asnwered Dr. Ruhe’s letter on behalf of the Dean. In his reply he 
said, “I think the official response of our school would be that teaching 
about quackery is best done in the clinical years and is really not germane to 
a two-year school.” In his next paragraph he said, “As you may imagine, my 
personal reactions go a bit beyond the above.” He then ostracized the 
AMA’s resolution and sarcastically stated, “It seems to me that the 
resolution sounds more like propaganda than like education.” 

Opening both barrels, he fired, “I strongly believe that medical students 
should learn a little about chiropractors, but I think the information should 
not be entirely one-sided.” He then taunted Dr. Ruhe with, “Please don’t 
tell anybody, but I had a chiropractor come and speak to our students last 
spring along with an osteopath, a general practitioner, a member of a 
medical group, etc.” He continued in a tone of wit and said, “I think the 
students ended up with a fairly good understanding of both pros and cons 
of chiropractic,” he sarcastically added, ‘and may even know more about 
the subject than the framers of your resolution.” 

Although Dr. Cross requested that Dr. Ruhe not tell anybody, Ruhe sent 
the letter to Taylor for his reply. On October 23, 1970, Taylor answered the 
Rutger University professor. The Diplomatic Dictator very cleverly worded 
his letter to first sympathize with the professor and then set up for the kill. 
He said, “‘I do not disagree with your comments on when the teaching of 
quackery should be included in the curriculum. However, we do believe that 
any possibility of exposure of medical students to quackery is important at 
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any level.” Foreseeing that he had to first cool down the professor, then 
find a way to seep in his propaganda, Taylor smoothly said, “In the event it 
will be helpful to you and your students, we are sending to you, under 
separate cover, a packet of materials on quackery in general and chiropractic 
in particular.” He then had the audacity to say, “We particularly call your 
attention to the materials on chiropractic which we believe are not at all 
one-sided.”” Now get this, “Included, for example, are numerous appraisals 
of chiropractic by those outside medicine, including three by the federal 
government, that have been extremely critical of chiropractic.’’ These would 
be the government report on the exclusion of chriopractic under Medicare, 
the US Public Health Survey and the HEW Report to the 90th Congress, all 
of which had been influenced and/or dictated by the Department of 
Investigation and its Machiavellian merchants of misinformation. 

In this way, Taylor very cleverly planted his misinformation into the 
Rutgers Medical School, but judging from Dr. Cross’s letter there is some 
doubt as to whether it would ever be used in that school’s curriculum. 
Perhaps the reason Taylor didn’t put more into it, in this case, was because 
he had already succeeded in so many other schools he didn’t want to waste 
his time on this one. One thing is for sure — Taylor is very consistent in the 
pursuit of his masterplan to indoctrinate medical students on an overall 
view. 

In addition to Tulane, another Louisiana University came under the 
influence of the merchants of misinformation. This one was Louisiana State 
University in Baton Rouge. Dr. Sabatier had contacted the Director of that 
University’s Agricultural and Mechanical College and had discussed the 
Department of Investigation’s materials on chiropractic and from all 
indications, the inclusion of this material into the curriculum at the school. 

Mr. William J. Monaghan, Taylor’s first lieutentant, had sent the 
materials to Mr. Lionel O. Pellegrin, Director of the Division of Continuing 
Education at this school. Mr. Pellegrin thanked Monaghan for the materials 
and stated, “I am familiar with the Nevada situation which you mentioned, 
as well as several others in the nation.” Exactly what the “situation in 
Nevada” was, is not certain, but judging from the letter it would appear that 
chiropractic was excluded from that state’s educational programs or is 
presently included and the AMA is working to get it out. 

Continuing Mr. Pellegrin said, “The matter of excluding this group 
(chiropractic), or any other group interested in adult continuing education 
is a matter for the governing board of an institution to settle.”’ He then 
pointed out, “As Director of this Division, censorship of groups which I 
personally do not agree with, would be an untenable situation for the 
University.” 

This let Taylor know that as far as the exclusion of chiropractic from the 
curriculum was concerned, there was nothing Mr. Pellegrin could do by 
himself, but at the same time, Taylor and his crew could rest assured that if 
they wanted to include their anti-chiropractic propaganda in that school’s 
curriculum, they had a friend who would see to it that the propaganda 
Monaghan had supplied him would be put to use. 

Here again the merchants of misinformation, under the guidance of their 
Diplomatic Dictator, had successfully accomplished another phase in their 
master plan to eliminate chiropractic, that phase being the planting of their 
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propaganda on chiropractic into the curriculum of medical schools 
throughout the country. Thus, the medical association’s war-horse struck a 
thunderous blow to the chiropractors’ future in this country in their 
successful efforts to indoctrinate medical students and create a new society 
of anti-chiropractic thinkers. 

The misinformation merchants’ guerre a ou-trance* on the educational 
front did not end with just medical schools. Almost a year before the 
Committee on Quackery sent out the letter to all specialty societies and 
medical schools calling for anti-chiropractic stands to be taken by medical 
educators, the Committee had successfully accomplished infiltrating their 
propaganda into elementary and secondary schools. Making good use of the 
AMA’s liaison committee with the National Educational Association (NEA), 
that association adopted an anti-chiropractic posture which laid the 
groundwork for Taylor’s department to saturate the minds of millions of 
children in the United States’ schools. 

On March 30-31 and April 1, 1964, four months after the birth of the 
Committee on Quackery, the Joint Committee on Health Problems in 
Education of the NEA-AMA stated, “‘Whereas, carefully organized and 
properly integrated consumer education, within the health curriculum, 
could prepare future generations to evaluate critically claims made for 
health products and health services (this includes chiropractic services), 
therefore be it. 

Resolved, that the schools in every community incorporate appropriate 
units of consumer education into their health programs, and be it 
further 
Resolved, that the resource units currently being developed under the 
sponsorship of the American Medical Association on Consumer 
education and health be widely distributed and utilized in the nation’s 
schools.” 
The materials or “resource units” that would be widely distributed to the 
nation’s schools were, of course, Taylor’s propaganda on chiropractic. 
Anything or anyone else the medical-intelligence complex at the AMA 
deemed as their enemy, such as health foods & vitamins, the National 
Health Federation, faith healers & religions and so forth, would be included 
as part of their materials to be utilized by the nation’s educators. 

The resolutions passed by the NEA-AMA also mentioned that the goal 
for this ‘‘educational” material was to enable the student to make a critical 
analysis, giving him the ability to discriminate between qualified and 
unqualified health personnel. One should keep in mind that the AMA’s 
merchants of misinformation were also working to see that chiropractic 
would never be recognized by the US Office of Education, therefore 
insuring that members of the chiropractic profession would never get a 
chance to present their views to the students in the nation’s schools. 

In addition to placing their propaganda into the schools and stopping the 
chiropractors from being accredited by the US Office of Education, the 
Committee on Quackery further insured that students would never get a 
chance to look at the chiropractors’ side of the picture. On February 7, 
1965, the Committee moved to stop any student from ever considering 


*Fr.: war to the uttermost. 
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chiropractic as a career. They had Wallace Ann Wesley of the AMA 
Department of Community Health and Health Education and the AMA’s 
Joint committee, contact the National Guidance Counselors Association to 
influence them into excluding chiropractic materials from guidance 
counselors in the nation’s schools. 

On July 7, 1965, the Committee saw to it that copies of an 
anti-chiropractic article from the November 23, 1964 issue of JAMA was 
distributed to educators throughout America. They reported that, ‘The 
Department of Community Health and Health Education also has 
distributed more than 10,000 copies to educators, guidance counselors, 
junior college school officials, and others in the educational field.” The 
reprint which they sent out was the article written as a result of Taylor’s spy 
network getting their hands on the chiropractic association’s requirements 
for admission to their schools. 

This was the same year that Youngerman sent out the Machiavellian 
Merchants’ masterplan to the state medical societies. A very important part 
of this 13 point plan was item 10 which read, ‘‘An active campaign to 
inform high schools and junior college students and their guidance 
counselors about the inadequacy of a chiropractic education.” As 
Youngerman knew, to successfully align the people of a country to a 
particular doctrine, you must get to the younger generation through proper 
indoctrination in the classroom. This is why he added, “This item may be 
the most important of all.” 

In their model program to combat chiropractic on a state level through 
the state medical societies, which was an off-shoot of a more specific plan 
than Youngerman’s, the Committee on Quackery pin-pointed their targets. 
They said that liaison should be established with vocational guidance 
counselors and they should be supplied with information on chiropractic. 
This propaganda would of course stem from Taylor’s department and would 
thus get into the schools. In this way the Committee could insure cutting 
down the number of future chiropractors. This was the same program which 
Dr. Berger of the lowa Medical Society took up in 1967. 

Developing indoctrination programs to discourage student interest in the 
practice of chiropractic would require additional allies in the educational 
guidance field. The added power of some national group representing all 
guidance counselors “‘buying”’ this idea was next in order. The progress of 
the AMA’s merchants of misinformation sending their propaganda to the 
AMA’s state medical societies and they in turn sending it to guidance 
counselors in their state schools, was a long and tedious one, but it had to 
be carried out. However, at the national level Taylor was seeking other ways 
to expand his program of indoctrination. One of the few suggestions that his 
friend Philip Lesly, the Public Relations man, gave him was how to reach 
guidance counselors. He said to Taylor, “If SRA (Science Research 
Associates, Inc., who designs occupational and career briefs for guidance 
counselors) is now including material for vocational counselors on 
chiropractic, you can point out to them the overwhelming evidence of 
scientific documentation,” (which we haven’t seen yet because it doesn’t 
exist), ‘of the harm that is perpetrated by stimulating young people to go 
into chiropractic.” He advised, “SRA counts on its high repute in 
educational circles and ought to be very chary (shy) of carrying materials 
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that it knows are considered highly damaging by so reputable a group as the 
country’s doctors.” (This general term, “‘the country’s doctors,” is a 
power-tinted glass veil in which the “paper-tigers” of the Committee on 
Quackery are hidden from public view.) Taylor’s political advisor then 
shrewdly pointed out, “‘Also, SRA is now a subsidiary of IBM (International 
Business Machines), so if there is any difficulty in getting through to them, 
an approach through IBM would certainly be in order.” 

Four months following this professional advice Taylor and_ his 
lieutentant, William Monaghan, met with officials of SRA. At their May 6th, 
1968 meeting, Taylor pointed out that the information which is presently 
contained in careers on chiropractic does not present the true picture of the 
invalid chiropractic principles and the deficiencies of chiropractic education. 
He then presented Miss Norma Thiemann, staff editor in the Guidance 
Department of SRA, and Mrs. Carol Lang, also a member of that 
department, with his propaganda kit of misinformation on chiropractic. 
Taylor “emphasized the obligation of the medical profession,” another term 
used to hide the paper-tigers, “to warn the public of the health hazard posed 
by unscientific cult practitioners. Careers information,” he said, “should 
present an accurate picture of what chiropractic is, and the shortcomings of 
chiropractic education.” Thus, the two-legged demon inflicted a diabolical 
stroke which sent the future of chiropractic back SO years. 

Based on Taylor’s rehearsed presentation, Miss Thiemann and Mrs. Lang 
agreed that they would re-evaluate the SRA material in light of the AMA 
information. They said the SRA Occupational Brief concerning chiropractic 
may be up for revision in 1969 and they would check it. Based on the 
propaganda kit of misinformation they received from Taylor, they 
mentioned two possible developments in connection with the Occupational 
Brief (which is part of the SRA’s Guidance Subscription mailing). First, 
“the chiropractic brief might be dropped, or (2) if continued, the American 
Medical Association’s Policy Statement on Chiropractic might be added as a 
part of the same service.” 

Taking chiropractic out of the classroom or re-writing and changing its 
meaning and what it stands for, are techniques Orwell describes in his book, 
1984, as “Newspeak.” This technique, it has been said, was used by Stalin in 
Russia to change that country’s history and align it with the current 
concepts of the political central committee’s ideas on how the history came 
about from the time of the Revolution to the time of the Stalin regime. In 
Taylor’s case he was not so much changing history as creating a future 
course in which chiropractors would not play a role in this country. This is 
one example where the old French adage “in the country of the blind the 
one-eyed men are kings” would certainly apply. So Taylor, in following his 
friend’s advice, had cast the die to further eliminate chiropractic from the 
educational field as a future career to be considered by students in this 
country. 

In addition to its “quack packs,” the Committee on Quackery on May 
19, 1968, submitted that Ralph Lee Smith’s not-so-independently written 
book be provided to high school guidance counselors through the AMA’s 
1,900 county and state medical societies. With the assault on the 
chiropractic profession on the educational front mounting, it would appear 
that no power on earth could stop it. The momentum of Taylor’s campaign 
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was carried from its formative years, when it was just an idea, right into the 
high schools via guidance counselors. 
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January 25, 1968 


Mr. H. Doyl Taylor 
Depertment of Investigation 
4merican Medical Association 
535 North Dearborn Screet 
Chicego, Illinois 60610 


Dear Doyl: 


You asked at the January 12 meeting for any suggestions that 
might be helpful to the Committee on Quackery in regard to 
the problem of chiropractic. Here are a few suggestions 
which may not have been thoroughly explored previously: 


i. Obtain the action or at least statements of 
condemnation from respected medical sources or scientists 
not a part of the AMA. To do this, we would no doudt need 
to single out those who not only feel that chiropractic is 
@ public health problem, but who can be especially subject 
to persuasion to do something about it. 


For instance, it seems to me that by discussion with 
Dr. Beadle at the University of Chicago, the School of 
Medicine there could be prevailed on to take leadership in 
this area. The school is a highly respected’ one, known to 
be unfettered in its thinking and centrally located for 
eontact with the press, etc, 


2. 


Similarly, Dr. J. Roscoe Miller at Northwestern, being 
2 physician himself, should be approachable in connection 
with the Northwestern Medical School. It can be pointed out 
to him, as well as to other heads of educational institutions, 
that a great deal of favorable attention would be focused on 
the institution smong responsible medical professionals who 
themselves are important in the support of medical institutions, 
and who have a great influence on other contributions. It can 
also be pointed oyt chat of ail groups in the community, 
chiropractors are among the least in a position to take re- 
prisals against a respected educational institution. 


2. In regard to literature reaching guidance counselors, 
you might contact Science Research Associates here in Chicago 
on two bases; 


(1) Y£ SRA is now including material for vocational 
counselors on chiropractic, you can point out 
to them the overwhelming evidence of scientific 
docunentation of the herm that is pexpetrated 
by stimulating young people to go into chiro- 
practic. SRA counts on its high repute in edu- 
cational circles and ought to be very chary 
of carrying materials thet it knows are considered 
highly demaging by so reputable a group as the 
country’s doctors. Also, SRA is now a subsidiary 
of IBM, so if there is any difficulty in getting 
through to them, en approach through IBM would 
certainly be in order. 


(2) It would be worthwhile to explore on what basis 
AMA might provide a simple leaflet on the merits 
of professional health care fields and the pit- 
falls of non-professional fields, from a career 
etandpoint. I'm not sure that .you cannot find 
a basis for providing scmething that, while not 
complete, would be attainable within your budget. 


3. 


3. Articles can be sought in the journels reaching those 
groups that directly or indirectly influence the career aspira- 
tions of our young people: 


- Guidance counselors 
Science teachers 
Hygiene teachers 
School purses 


These would need to tzke a broad approach, rather than 
just attacking chiropractic, such as: "Guiding students into 
professional health care fields." 


4 Opportunities could be sought for spokesman on similar 
subjects <t the meetings of these same grouos of educators. 
Then, in turn, the manuscripts of the speeches could probably 
be publicized in journals of these fields. 


These thoughts are in context of the difficulties expressed 
at the meeting and the budget limitations that I recognize face 
you, If we were to explore without these limitations on our 
thinking, a number of other avenues could be projected. 


You have a very important and intriguing challenge heze, 
and I hope you will continue to make progress in meeting it. 
Please let me know if there is any other way that I might be 
helpful. 


Cordjatly, 


Philip Lesly 
cs 
CC: Mr. Jim Reed 
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by the Council on iedical scueatios by advising the medical cchools that a packet 
Of raterLals will Ee seat to ezek: cchool for ccucaticxai furpofcs. Ve dvs:ed this 
tho only practical way to handle tse cituation. 
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our materials on chiropractic, te rust consicer tho rrovlca of vat to co with all 


of the studsnts at the others uecdieal sec‘seolxu, should they eake the sase Sequest. 
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In ny converostion vith Vern, he suzcestee your office vould put toxycther a 
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C. H. William Ruhe, M.D. 
Secretary to the Council OCT 12 1970 
American Medical Association LWA, foxree. ¢ 
535 North Dearborn Street OAL ESCA 


Chicago/Illinois 60610 


Dear bebe 


\x wish to inform you of our steps to include quackery as a topic 
in the curriculum at Tulane University School of Medicine. This sub- 
ject has been presented in our educational programs through the 
material presented on ''Community Medical Programs". In recent 
years the subject has been discussed with our sophomore classes. Our 
present curriculum now presents a senior clerkship in community 
medical programs, Our present group of seniors had a session on 
quackery and therefore the material will not be repeated this year. In 
tne future it is anticipated that we will present the subject of quackcry 
nuring the senior year clerkship in community medical programs. I 


toight add that Dr. Joseph Sabaticr has presented this material to our 
students. 


I hope this information will be helpful to you. 


Singexely ypurs, 
Galpeoks 
parks, M. 
a 


RDS/1s 
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RUTGERS ° THE STATE UNIVERSITY 


RUTGERS SIEDICAL SCHOOL NEW BRUNSWICK, NEW JEASEY 0090) 
DEPAATHENT OF MEDICINE 


October 20, 1970 


C. H. William Ruhe, M.D. DIVISIO” OF 
Secretary to the Council 

American Medical Association OCT 22 1970 
535 North Dearborn Street 

Chicago, Illinois 60610 GECCAL ECSCATiON 


Dear Bill: 


Your letter of August 26 addressed to our former Dean, 
dealing with the teaching about quackery, has for some unknown 
reason finally reached my desk. I think the official response of 
our school would be that teaching about quackery is best done in 
the clinical years and is really not germajne to a two-year school. 


As you may imagine, my personal reactions go 2 bit 
beyond the above. It seems to me that the resolution sounds more 
like propaganda than like education, I strongly believe that medical 
students should learn a little about chiropractors, but] think the 
information should not be entirely one-sided. Please don't tell any- 
body, but I had a chiropractor come and speak to our students last 
spring along with an osteopath, a general practitioner, a member 
of a medical group, etc. I think the students ended up with a fairly 
good understanding of both the pros and cons of chiropractic and may 
even know more about the subject than the framers of your resolution, 


Looking forward to seeing you in Los Angeles, 


Sincerely yours, 
Richard J, Cross, M.D. 
Professor of Medicine 
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Division of Continuing Education 
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July 27, 1971 
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Mr. William J. Monaghan DEPApy 

American Medical Association ly Fate ur 

535 North Dearborn Street WESTIGAL UN 


Chicago, Illinois 60610 


Dear Mr. Monaghan: 


Thanks for sending the material on chiropractic as requested by 
Dr. Joseph Sabatier, 


I am familiar with the Nevada situation which you mentioned, as 
well as several others in the nation. The matter of excluding 
this group, or any other group interested in adult continuing 
education is a matter for the governing board of an institution 
to settle. As Director of this Division, censorship of groups 
which I personally do not agree with, would be an untenable 
situation for the University. 


I appreciate your promptness in furnishing the material. 


Sincerely, 


Melle 


Lionel 0. Pellegrin 
Director 
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TO: Filos 

aN . 
FROM: William J. Monaghan ‘ 
DATE: May 7, 1968 ° 


SUBJECT: esting with Science Research Associates, Inc., staff nenbers 
concerning chiropractic careers information 


R. Doyl Taylor and I met slonday afternoon, May G, with Miss Norma 
Thiemann, staff cditor in the Guidance Department of Scicnca Research 
Associates, inc., 259 East Erie Strcet, Chicago, Illinois, and Xrs. Carol 
Lang, also a staff member of the S.R.A. Guidance Depsrtnuent. 


Miss Thiemann and Mrs. Ling were given "Chiropractic: the Unscicntific 
Cult™ kits of information. It was pointed out: to them that the two national 
chiropractic organizations, their Auxiiiaries and other rola‘ed groups 
have stepped up dissemination of "careers in chiropractic” infornation 
to guidance counsclors and high school students. These materials do not, 
of coursn, present the true picture of the invalid chiropractic principle 
aud the deficiencies of chiropractic education. 


Mr. Teylor emphasized the obligation of the medical profession to 
warn tke public of the health hazard posed by unscientific cult practitioners. 
Careers information, he said, should present an accurate picture of what 
chiropractic is, and the shortconings of chiropractic education. 


Miss Thiemanr and Mrs. Lang said they would study tho A.W.A. information 
on chiropractic, and evaluate the S.R.A. material in light of the A.3.A. 
information. “The S.R.A. Occupational Brief concernizg chiropractic may 
be up for revision next year, they said. If it is, they will check it. 
They meationed two possible developments in connection with the Occupational 
Brief (which is a part of the S.R.A.'s Guidance Subscription mailing): 
(1) the chiropractic trief might be dropped, or (2) if continued, the 
4merican Medical Association's Policy Statement on Chiropractic might 
be added as a part of the same.service. 


Merbers of the AMA Committee on Quackery have read the 
unedited copy of Ralph Lee Snith's canuscript on chiropractic, 
scheduled for publication in book forms by Parallax Puolishing 


Company, Inc., prior to October 1968. A copy of that manuscript 
is attached. 


The Comnittee on Quackery'’s members sre unanimous in theis 
belief that this privately-published book, the first of its 
kind ever written, can serve a mator function in the AMA's 
continuing program of education of the public about chiropractic 
and, therefo.e, should bo given tho widest possible distribution, 


We are irforned that the book, which is to be distributed 
by Simon & Shuster, Inc., and Pocket Books, Inc., is planned 
for publication in both hard-cover and paperback forn, 
Prelininary discussions between staff and the publishers 
indicate the publishers’ willingness to supply the books to 
AMA at greatly reduced prices for bulk orders. 


The Comnittce on Guackery recommends that the Seard of 
Trustees authorize the Executive Vice-President to obtain 
sufzicient quantities of this book to make it availablu, at a 
very miniaun, to tne following: 


de Major libraries throughout the country. (Libraries 
will not stock papexback books, so this will require 
acquisition of the hard-cover edition. Publishers 


do not supply copies to libraries. They do supply 
reviewers.) 


2. Fach state and major county medical society, with 
urging that these component and constituent societies 
obtain sufficient paperback copics so merbers of the 
ctate legislatures and additional libraries would be 
supplied copies. (Ideally, the stata and county 
medical societies also should provide them to physician- 


uenbers and to guidance counselors in the high schools 
in their areas.) 


bY ) 


° Zech momber of the Congresa and other personnel in 
governnent Concerned with chiropractic, 


4. 


$s. 


Participants at the Fourth National Congress on 
Health Quackery, which will be held October 2-3, 
1968, in Chicago. 


Inclusicn in the chiropractic packet that is 
distributed on a selective basis by tha AMA 
Department of Investigation in answer to physician, 
educationnl, health agency and other inquiries 
about chiropractic, 


Joseph A. Sabaticr, Jr., M.D. 
Chairnan 


H. Thomas Ballantine, Jr., M.D. 


Henry I. Fineberg, H.D. 


David B. Stevens, N.D. 


John G. Thomsen, N.D. 


COMMITTEE ON QUACK ERY 


Joun G. Tuonsen, M.D., Dee Melaes, lows 
Chairaa 

Hemay I, Fincecac, M.D., New Yorn, New York 

Joszmn P. O'Connoa, M.D., Parndens, Califerata 

Joserna A. Sasarticn, Ja., M.0., Boman Rouge, Low 

Fato R. Scroccin, M.D., Dry Ridge, Xensscky 


“Reasat A. Younceaman, Chicage, Uliseia 
Seerstay 


American Medica! Association 


335 NORTH OCEARBORN STREET « CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 6O610 


AREA CODE 312 
827-1500 ! 


Recently, you received a letter from H. Doyl Taylor, the Director 
of tho A‘A's Department of Investigation, reporting on some of the activities 
of the AMA Committee on Quackery since its formation almost two ycars ago. 
You may recall that Mr. Taylor stated in his letter thet I would be for- 
warding you additional materials on the subject of chiropractic which you 


and your committee might find helpful in combatting the cult of chiropractic 
ion your state. 


We have prepared a packet of materials which we are sending under 
separate cover and which you should be roceiving within the next week. One 
important item you already have received is tho memorandum by the former / 2 
Director of Education of the American Chiropractic Association, Dewey 
Anderson, concerning the chiropractic educational situation. This document 
bas been introduced into evidence in a Louisiana lawsuit, and is now a 
matter of public record. Also, each state medical society has been sent a 
copy of the Stanford Research Institute's Chiropractic in California, which 
we think is the most authoritative study on chiropractic currently avnilable.: ia 
If you have not seen the Stanford Survey, we suggest you obtain a copy from 1O# 


the state medical society or purchase one for your Committee. They may ve 
ordered from the Haynes foundation, 507 S. Hill Street, Los Angelea, Cali- 
fornia. The price is $5 a copy. 


The two items mentioned above aloug with other materials you 
Slready have received--plus waterials you will bo receiving shortly, should 
Provide you with an extensive file of background information on the subject 
of chiropractic. We hope you will find these materials helpful in better 
understanding the nature of chiroprectic and the thirking of its practitioners 


so future attempts by chiropractors for greater legislative recognition, etc., 
might be contained more effectively. 


Bocause of the many requests for aid by various state medical so- 
cieties during the past year when a chiropractic bill was introduced in the 
legislature or when an attorney general's opinion on this subject was being 
considered, we are submitting for your consideration various suggestions that 
might prove helpful, if implemented, in handling this problem in your state. 
Naturally, situations vary from state to state, and some of the following 
ideas might be more applicable to one state than to another. Also, you and 
the state medical society executive staff arc in a puch better position to 
determino which methods are most effective in dealing with this problem, and 
this list should not by any means be considered all-inclusive. The following 
are merely offered for your consideration. 


1. Correspondence or informal personal discussions with the 
state Commissioner of Education concerning state recognition r 
and/or approval of chiropractic schools. The Commissioner ¢ Cc 
might be interested in knowing about the poor quality and 
type of education being taught at these schools. 


1 
! 
2. Correspondence or infotmal personal discussions with the | 
state Commissioner of Health about the health hazard 
presented by these cultists. 


3. Correspondence or informal personal discussions with news- ; 
paper publishers and radio and TV station owners concerning / 64 
the acceptance of chiropractic advertising, especially i 
those advertisements promoting chiropractic as a career. 


4. <A research project to determine the exact intent of the 
legislature when it enacted the first chiropractic licensing 
law. Such a stucy might reveal that the legislature passed 
such legislation merely to control chiropractors and not to 
recognizs then. 


S. Informal personal discussions with the Attorney Genersl's 
office so the uedical society will be informed of any 
pending opinions in this area. 


6. Subscribing to chiropractic publications such as the state / 
chiropractic association journal, and the two national chi- ! 
ropractic journals in order to maintain a source of in- I 
formation on chiropractic activities in your stato. There | 
are various approaches on how this can be accomplished. ‘ 


%. Tho monitoring of chiropractic meetings in your state by 
hnowlecgoable M.D.'sS so reports can be made on exactly ‘ 
what they are doing, both politically and “scientifically.” +‘ 


8. The purchasing of chiropractic text books so you can be 
-aware of what they are teaching. Most chiropractic school 
bookstores sell such books. 


@. Maintaining a file on chiropractic schools, which would 
include obtaining school catalogs and other promotional 
literature distributed by the schools. This project could 
become extremely important for future legislative purposes, 
especially if there is a chiropractic school in your state, 
As a matter of fact, you might be ablo to obtain certain 
information along these lines that we cannot, and thus be 


in a position to provide us and other states with valuable 
information. 


10. An active campaign to inform high schools and junior college f = 
students and their guidance counselors about the inadequacy } /é 
of a chiropractic education. This item may be the most im- j 
portant of all. 


11, Maintain a scrapbook of chiropractic advertising. This 
proved to be persuasive evidence in defeating a broad-scope 
chiropractic bill in the North Carolina legislature. Leg- 
islators found that most chiropractic advertising is so 
ludicrous, it becomes self-defeating. 


12. Encourage state universities or medical schools to conduct 
surveys of chiropractic in your state as well as considering 
lectures on quackery in general and chiropractic in parti- 


cular. 

13. Utilization of Medical School Deans and faculty for state- “/> 
ments on the inadequacy of chiropractic theories and 
education. 


Some of the above are only preliminary steps to gain more information 
on chiropractic activities in your state. Once some of these actions are taken 
end additional information obtained, you will be more aware of what the chiro- 
practors are planning in the way of legislation in your state, and therefore 
you should be able to recommend a nore positive and affirmitive legislative 
campaign to counteract chiropractic activities. This would be especially true 
in such areas as inclusion of chiropractic under Kerr-Mills, state welfare 
‘programs, pre-paid health insurance programs, and workzen's compensation. 


elso find it necessary to conduct an educational campaign for your own physi- 


Along with some of the other functions of your committee, you might ) = 
<= 
cian colleagues in order to gain their support. 


In the meantime, we shall be reviewing all state licensing laws, 
key court decisions, and other information that may be of value to you, and 
forwarding such information to you as soon as we hear about it. We would 
also like to remind you of the availability of our exhibit, "Information on 
Chiropractic”. 


Naturally, we would appreciate hearing from you in regard to your 
proposed program. Possibly you may have information we are not aware of and 
which might prove intoresting to the medical profession in other states. 
Over tho long pull, in order for such a program to prove successful, each 
state medical society should take the initiative in obtaining its own in- 
formation in this arerx. The AMA would then-act as a clearinghouse for in- 
Yormation recoived from the individual states, 


If we can be of any further help to you, please don't hesitate to 
write. 


Very truly yours, 


Robert A. Youngerman 
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Chapter Eight 
THE SENIOR CITIZEN SCAM 


As early as the summer of 1968, Taylor was laying the groundwork to 
get to the senior citizens in the nation. During the exchange of information 
between Taylor, the Committee on Quackery and the Public Health Service 
of the HEW, Dr. Southard of tnat Division sent Taylor a list of the 
consultants to the independent practitioner study called for by the 90th 
Congress. 

Among the list, which the HEW sent Taylor on August 1, 1968, were the 
names and addresses of the members of the Ad Hoc Consultant Group. 
Included on this list of advisors was Walter Newburgher, the President for 
the Congress of Senior Citizens of Greater New York, and Vice-President of 
the National Council of Senior Citizens in Washington, D.C. 

Not only did Taylor and his merchants of misinformation supply the 
HEW study group with their propaganda, which was included in their 
“findings and recommendations” to Congress, but Taylor saw to it to 
personally reach some of the individual members of the group to insure 
their indoctrination. 

On January 2, 1969, William R. Hutton, Executive Director and Director 
of Information for the National Council of Senior Citizens, wrote Taylor 
from his Washington, D.C., headquarters. The letter was a most revealing 
one, in that it disclosed what part Taylor and the AMA’s Committee on 
Quackery played in instigating that group’s anti-chiropractic stand, as well 
as getting them to print an article in their Senior Citizens News. This 
national organization has a great influence over the nation’s senior citizens 
and with 2,500 affiliated clubs and chapters throughout the United States 
they boast of a membership of 2,500,000 persons 65 years and older. 

Hutton thanked Taylor in his letter “for your extremely helpful 
suggestions with regard to our feature story in the center spread of the 
January issue of Senior Citizens News.” He enclosed with his letter to the 
AMA’s Diplomatic Dictator, proofs of the pages which he said, “omits the 
cut of the Palmers which will appear in column 3 on page 4.” 

In addition to the center spread story in which Taylor took a behind the 
scenes influencial role, Hutton told Taylor that he felt his colleagues at the 
AMA would be interested in the front page story, that being a fairly straight 
report of the Secretary of HEW, Wilbur Cohen’s press conference on the 
releasing of the HEW Report’’on independent practitioners which 
recommended excluding chiropractic from Medicare. This, too, was 
instigated, influenced and dictated by the AMA’s merchants of 
misinformation and Doy] Taylor. 

Hutton informed Taylor, whom he addressed in his opening as “Dear 
Doyle, . . . As I reported to you on the telephone earlier today, I had a long 
session with Secretary Cohen last week and we talked at some length about 
chiropractors.” With Taylor on the scene talking down chiropractic, 
supplying the Senior Citizen officials with his propaganda, spreading his 
misinformation to the consultants of the HEW study group, making direct 
contact with the HEW official in charge of the study and supplying him 
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with the AMA’s indoctrination kits on chiropractic, it is little wonder that 
Hutton reported to Taylor that he was “sure there will be no 
recommendations from HEW for inclusion of chiropractors under 
Medicare.” He added that “I hope there will be a strongly-worded 
turn-down,”’ (of chiropractic). 

Judging from this letter, one wonders where Mr. Hutton’s interests lay, 
because it would be the senior citizens of this country who would be mostly 
effected by the exclusion of chiropractic under Medicare. Mr. Hutton was 
actually working against the 2,500,000 members of his organization, since 
they make up the majority of recipients under Medicare via Social Security. 
But, in waging their war of economics on the practitioners in the healing 
arts who were “outside” medicine (outside the AMA), the merchants of 
misinformation had no scruples when it came to stepping on the toes of the 
little guy in order to carry out their mission. 

Adhering to their tactics of showing “that everyone knows chiropractic is 
evil,” the Committee on Quackery, through Doyl Taylor, sent a memo to 
the American Bar Association and the AMA Liaison Committee on May 28, 
1969. In his memo, Taylor was compiling ammunition which could be used 
to influence the attorneys at the ABA to take a stand against chiropractic. 
Part of his plan was to list many groups “‘outside medicine’’ who have taken 
a stand against chiropractic. Included in his list of “independent” reports 
and articles were the HEW Report, the AMA House of Delegates 1966 
policy statement on chiropractic calling them an unscientific cult and the 
public stand taken by the National Senior Citizens. Taylor wrote in his 
memo that the latter group had said it “opposes the inclusion of 
chiropractic services under Medicare because this would lower the standard 
of health care and lead to payment for services which are of no benefit.” 

In addition, the merchants of misinformation had the insolence to 
represent the article as an independent work when the Georgia Delegation 
to the AMA House of Delegates included a mention of the National Council 
of Senior Citizens’ support for exclusion of chiropractic in Medicare. This 
was brought about by Taylor’s secret meetings with NCSC officials in 
Washington, D.C., for the purpose of enlisting their support against 
chiropractic legislation in Congress. 

The local state medical societies followed the AMA’s tactics in aligning 
senior citizen groups against chiropractic, getting them to take a stand 
publicly. On May 13, 1970, the Massachusetts Medical Society’s Associate 
Director of Public Relations contacted Taylor in this regard. Mr. John 
Noonan wrote the diplomatic dictator to inform him that he was “‘enlisting 
the aid of the Senior Citizens” and various voluntary organizations to take 
up similar resolutions to that taken by the Massachusetts AFL-CIO. That 
one, of course, was passed on the stand which the national AFL-CIO took in 
its resolution denouncing chiropractic services under Medicare, and like the 
others, it too was influenced and dictated by the AMA. 

The influence that the AMA has had on these groups is past history, but 
the article from the Senior Citizens News is truly something to behold. It is 
probably the best example of a successful brain-washing job by Taylor that 
has ever been pulled off. It also is the best piece of evidence to prove that 
the AMA’s merchants of misinformation have dictated an anti-chiropractic 
stand taken by what they call, “outside groups.”’ 
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The similarities are not just a coincidence considering there was already 
proof that Taylor had worked with Mr. Hutton in putting the article 
together. The likeness of parts of the article to that of statements recorded 
in the Committee’s minutes are more then just uncanny, they are exactly 
the same. For instance, the National Council for Senior Citizens, the article 
said, stood solidly with their colleagues in organized medicine in 
“condemning chiropractic as an unscientific cult.” It also said that 
chiropractic methods of treatment have nothing to do with the cause and 
cure of illness. This is a plagiarization of the AMA’s policy statement about 
chiropractic unscientific approach to disease causation. In addition, the 
article said that chiropractic hasn’t “a single shred of scientific proof” to 
back its theory. This same thing has been said by members of the Quackery 
committee on and off for years, and in many different ways. 

In giving their 2% million membership the theories and background of 
the founding of chiropractic by David Palmer, the Senior Citizens News said 
“Disease, he decided, is caused by misaligned vertebrae. These 
misalignments, or ‘subluxations’ as he called them, caused illness by 
impinging on the nerves that issue from the spine.” In a speech prepared by 
the Department of Investigation and the AMA’s Speakers Services 
Department they said, “Palmer taught — and chiropractors today still claim 
— that the single cause of all disease is when vertebrae in the spine get out of 
line and pinch one or more nerves. They call that misalignment a 
‘subluxation’.” 

In November, 1966, the AMA developed its policy statement on 
chiropractic. They said, “Chiropractic constitutes a hazard to rational health 
care in the United States.” The Senior Citizens News article stated, “With 
chiropractic and other completely unscientific cults, there is no possibility 
for quality health care.”’ 

Under the heading “Why Chiropractic Cult Cannot Provide Quality 
Health Care,” the article read, “The principal danger of the use of the 
chiropractic approach to the diagnosis and treatment of human disease does 
not lie in the specific damage that can result from the application of 
chiropractic manipulations. Rather, it lurks in the area of delay inherent in 
the use of the chiropractic approach in these diseases in which early 
diagnosis is mandatory for prompt cure — or even the prevention of early 
death.”” Comparatively, in a speech presented by Dr. Sabatier in November 
of 1967, two years prior to this article in the Senior Citizens News, he said, 
“The real danger of the chiropractic approach to disease does not lie in the 
obvious complications that could result from ill advised manipulation of a 
previously diseased spine. Rather does it reside in that area involving 
individuals who might be suffering from diseases which by their very nature 
are amendable to cure in their early stages but which if neglected can and do 
proceed to a stage of incurability.” 

The similarities are many between what the members of the Committee 
have said over the years and what was printed in the Senior Citizens News. 
As the article continued the similarities changed to exactnesses. For 
example, the article stated that Chiropractic “claims its patients are being 
deprived of ‘freedom of choice.’ But freedom of choice is not a right — but 
rather a privilege granted by legislative act.” Dr. Sabatier said, “Freedom to 
practice medicine, however, is not a right — but rather a privilege granted by 
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legislative act.” 

In a paper presented at a regional conference on health quackery, Dr. 
Sabatier said, “Medicine — and all other branches of the scientific 
community — believe that all methods of disease prevention, health 
maintenance and care should be submitted to careful scrutiny and objective 
evaluation — the accepted scientific process. To date, chiropractic has failed 
to demonstrate any scientific validity for its theories. Instead of adopting 
the scientific course, chiropractic has devoted its time, energy and money in 
pursuing a political course.” (This of course is only a mirrored explanation 
of what the AMA has been doing. It is not the chiropractors that Sabatier 
was talking aboul as pursuing a political course, it was the AMA.) The 
Senior Citizens News article read exactly like Sabatier’s statement: 
“Medicine — and all other branches of the scientific community — believe 
that all methods of disease prevention, health maintenance and care should 
be submitted to careful scrutiny and objective evaluation — the accepted 
scientific process. To date, chiropractic has failed to demonstrate any 
scientific validity for its theories. Instead of adopting the scientific course, 
chiropractic has devoted its time, energy and money in pursuing the 
pulitical course.” 

Not only did they paraphrase, plagiarize and duplicate word for word 
some of the AMA’s propaganda, but they also employed the tactics which 
the merchants of misinformation used in making it appear that “everyone 
knows that chiropractic is an unscientific cult.” They cited as 
“unquestionable” and reliable sources, to back their stand against 
chiropractic; (1) The US Office of Education’s not recognizing chiropractic 
schools as an accredited educational agency (influenced by Taylor); (2) 
Chiropractors are not allowed to practice in any hospital accredited by the 
Joint Commission on Accreditation of Hospitals, (which is an AMA 
Headquarters Commission staffed by eight selected AMA members and is 
not separate from the AMA): (3) the HEW stand on chiropractic by HEW 
Secretary Cohen (influenced by the AMA & its merchants of 
misinformation); (4) that Executive Director Hutton and Nelson 
Cruikshank, former Social Security Director of the AFL-C1O who serves as 
chairman of the NCSC national advisory committee, are both members of 
the 19 member Health Insurance Benefits Advisory Council (the council set 
up by HEW to study Medicare) and that both had opposed the inclusion of 
chiropractic in Medicare; (5) they pointed out that Cruikshank and Walter 
Newburgher, the National Council’s East Coast Vice President, were also 
members of an 18-member Ad Hoc Committee set up in 1968 by the 
Secretary of HEW to study the admission of new groups as independent 
practitioners under Medicare, the readers being told that these two men 
along with the Committee rejected chiropractic under Medicare; (6) they 
told their readers that the National Council of Senior Citizens Convention 
Resolutions Committee voted to bar chiropractic inclusion in Medicare; (7) 
readers were told that chiropractors are not allowed in any state to prescribe 
drugs or perform surgery (Dr. Sabatier said this in November of 1967-— 
again, this is left up to the pill-pushing money-motivated MD’s); and (8) 
they told their readers of the almighty and powerful resolution passed by 
the AMA — “The principles of medical ethics state that it is unethical for a 
ductor of medicine to associate professionally with a cultist (chiropractor).” 
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Other groups which were mentioned to add power to the article and 
convince the reader that they must be right, were the Food and Drug 
Administration, the Federal Trade Commission, the US Public Health 
Service and last, but not least, the American Medical Association. 

Judging from the article and the scare tactics employed, Taylor did a 
good job of indoctrination, or as Mr. Hutton put it in his letter to Taylor, 
“extremely helpful suggestions.’ This article was later given the title: 
another “‘significant development from outside medicine.” 

Soon after the article came out, Taylor was informed by Dr. Ernest 
Howard, Executive Vice-President of the AMA, that a meeting had been 
confirmed between the AMA Board of Trustees, the Committee on 
Quackery and the Senior Citizens Council. The January 28, 1969 memo said 
that the meeting would take place “on Saturday, February 8, 1969, at 
11:00 a.m., in the Board Conference Room at AMA headquarters.” What 
was to be discussed at this meeting was not noted in the memo, but, as will 
be soon disclosed, it was something the AMA wouldn’t want the public to 
know. It is also worthy to note that on January 17, 1969, the Committee 
went on record as commending ‘the staff of the Department of 
Investigation for its work in connection with the HEW study report and the 
public stand taken by the National Council of Senior Citizens.” 

The role that the AMA played in the stand taken by the National Council 
of Senior Citizens against chiropractic does not end with just their dictating 
what went into the article. A more far-reaching influence was extended 
from the AMA to the Senior Citizen group. In his January 2, 1969 letter to 
Doyl Taylor, Mr. Hutton outlined what he expected from the AMA in the 
way of financial support. He stated to the diplomatic dictator, “I want to 
confirm in this letter the cost figures on the other project we discussed.” He 
then detailed the expected cost of the project for which the AMA was going 
to assume responsibility: ‘The cost for one million copies will be $26,595. 
The quotes are from Mike Goldfarb at French-Bray Printing Company, 
Candler Building, Baltimore, Md. 21202 (telephone A.C. 301-727-0100).” 
This cost estimate was inclusive of art, layout and production, he told 
Taylor. He then broke down the shipping and distribution costs, “the 
shipping of the brochures will be in lots of 100 packed in special corrugated 
cartons. Mailed book rate, each package will cost 75¢ including,” he said, 
“packaging, labeling and postage.” Added to the printing cost, this would 
bring the total to almost $35,000. 

In order to bring this whole plan off as Taylor wanted it, he had to get 
the AMA Board of Trustees in on it. This is what the February 8th meeting 
was about. As it was disclosed in a memo from Taylor to Dr. Ernest 
Howard, Acting Vice-President, sent through Berard Hirsch on January 
20th, 1969, the meeting was arranged for the sole purpose of mustering up 
the AMA’s financial support of the project. 

“Attached,” the memo read, “is a statement by the members of the 
Committee on Quackery requesting an appearance before the Board of 
Trustees at the Board’s February 6-8 meeting to discuss the request for 
financial assistance by the National Council of Senior Citizens, Inc.” Taylor 
further stated, “I will be happy to make any arrangements you suggest, 
including those for an appearance by William R. Hutton, Executive Director 
of the National Council of Senior Citizens, if this is the Board’s wish.” 
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The statement which was attached to the memo read, “The National 
Council of Senior Citizens (NCSC), Inc., has proposed production of a 
booklet, including the same basic text material, for distribution to members 
of the National Council.” The Committee’s statement further read, “It 
wishes to produce the booklet and distribute it through the National 
Council’s printing and mailing facilities.” Furthermore, they said, “The 
Committee on Quackery believes this to be a most worthwhile project and 
requests permission for Committee representatives to appear before the 
Board of Trustees at its February meeting to discuss this matter.’’ In 
describing their continued assault on chiropractors they added, “The 
pamphlet is one of several steps being considered by the National Council to 
counteract chiropractic. Another,” they said, “is a speaking program at the 
local level, calling for cooperation by local medical societies.” 

This statement to the Board of Trustees was signed by Dr. Sabatier, Dr. 
Ballantine, Dr. Raymond Berger, Dr. Henry Fineborg and Dr. David Stevens. 
It did not include Doy! Taylor’s signature, although from all indications, he 
was the one mainly responsible for taking up the issue of financial support 
for the NCSC with the Board of Trustees. 

The meeting took place with the Board of Trustees on February 8th. On 
February 10th, Bernard Hirsch received a memo from Dr. Howard which 
described the outcome of the meeting. He said, “At its recent meeting the 
Board of Trustees voted to commend the Committee on Quackery for its 
efforts to promote the dissemination of material that presents the AMA 
position on chiropractic,” (mainly because they dictated what went into 
this material) “and to authorize discussion with the National Council of 
Senior Citizens for the preparation and distribution of appropriate ‘work 
kits’ at an expenditure by the AMA of not to exceed $17,500.” This 
amount was only half of what Taylor and his friend Hutton were shooting 
for, but it would still enable them to distribute a half-million copies of the 
Senior Citizens News article all over the country. The memo added, “You 
may wish to discuss this matter with Mr. Philip Lesly who had some thought 
on the preparation of the ‘work kits’ and their distribution.” 

So, the NCSC would then print and distribute the article under their own 
imprint, which they did with the AMA footing the entire cost. This article 
would then be distributed to the 2,500 chapters and clubs of the National 
Council of Senior Citizens and into the hands of tens of thousands of senior 
citizens and at no time would it appear to have the “taint of medicine.” 

Based on the evidence furnished here, the myth that this article was an 
independent work published and distributed by NCSC, is now out in the 
open. It can now be said that the medical dictators of the AMA 
manufactured the idea for an article, dictated what went into it and then 
saw to it that it was paid for by the AMA. The printing, mailing, packaging 
and distribution of the article was also controlled by the AMA. 

In keeping with their normal operating procedures, the merchants of 
misinformation saw to it that this article got a wide distribution. Again, 
billing it as an “independent”’ stand from a group “outside medicine,’ the 
AMA’s Think Tank put their wheels into motion. They saw to it that all of 
their 1,900 state and county medical societies got copies of the Senior 
Citizens News article. At their January 17, 1969 meeting, the Committee 
was told by Taylor that this had been done. Dr. Ballantine added that the 
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theme of presentations by speakers representing medicine, stress the HEW 
Report and the stand taken by the recipients of medicare (NCSC) as 
evidence that they, too, “recognize the validity of what the AMA has been 
saying about the unscientific nature of chiropractic.” 

This, of course, is adhering to the tactics of giving the appearance that 
“everyone |knows that chiropractic is an unscientific cult.” Taking these 
“independent” stands against chiropractic coming from “outside medicine” 
and giving |them wide exposure would add to the Committee’s arsenal of 
weapons. 

The Director of the Management Services Division, Mr. D. W. Powers, 
sent out a memo to all the AMA’s assistant directors on February 20th, 
1969, on Quackery Legislation. In his memo, he said there were 23 
members of Congress who had introduced bills providing for payment of 
chiropractic services under Medicare. He listed the Congressmen and the 
numbers of their proposed legislation, including Senator Medcalf and his 
proposed bill to the Senate. 

He then mentioned an action program which he was planning to 
implement calling for physicians to send letters to Congress and “the 
transmittal to Congressmen of the reprint from the ‘Senior Citizens News’,”’ 
he said “‘would also be worthwhile.” He said, “‘Of course, all of this should 
be coordinated with the state medical society staff.”’ 

In this case, the AMA was again using the Senior Citizens News article to 
add power to the persuasive tactics that they don’t stand alone in their 
anti-chiropractic posture. Any sane person would normally think twice if 
they received such persuasive evidence coming from many different sources 
all saying the same thing about chiropractic, and they might come to the 
conclusion that perhaps all these authorities are right. In this fashion, the 
AMA hoped that the Congressmen would either withdraw or ammend their 
proposed legislation which, in its present form, included recommendations 
for chiropractic inclusion in Medicare. 

It is pretty hard to combat such tactics when you don’t know where 
they’re coming from and at the same time honestly believing that all these 
reports coming in are seperately saying the same thing. The truth is that all 
these reports and articles are not coming in from “‘different’’ sources, they 
all stem back to the same source, the Machiavellian Merchants of 
Misinformation at the AMA. 

For years after the publication of the anti-chiropractic article in the 
Senior Citizens News, the AMA referred to it as being “independent” and 
“outside medicine.” In an AMA press release coming from Washington, 
D.C., on May 7, 1971, Dr. Wilbur, the AMA Executive Vice-President, was 
quoted, “Until the last few years the obligation to inform the public about 
the health hazard posed by the cult of chiropractic has been borne almost 
exclusively by the medical profession,” but added that during the last few 
years, “there have been some extremely significant findings from outside 
medicine.” There, again is the reference to “outside medicine.” He also said 
that the government study by HEW and its report to Congress constitute 
“overwhelming evidence against chiropractic’’ as a qualified health care 
provider. “These anti-chiropractic findings by the government,” Doctor 
Wilbur said, “thave been given strong support by many organizations, 
including the American Hospital Association, the Association of American 
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Medical Colleges, the American Public Health Association and other 
health-oriented groups.” 

All of these above mentioned groups have been influenced by the AMA 
in one way or another. The American Public Health Association was already 
covered. The other two are specialty societies and were probably on the 
mailing list when Taylor sent out his propaganda to 56 specialty 
associations, not to mention that individuals in these associations are also 
members of the AMA. 

Doctor Wilbur’s main emphasis in his press release, however, was reserved 
for anti-chiropractic stands taken by what he called “three of the nation’s 
largest consumer organizations.” He listed these as the AFL-CIO, the 
Consumer Federation of America and the National Council of Senior 
Citizens.” What he neglected to mention was what influence the AMA had 
on each one of these groups and what role they played in their taking an 
anti-chiro practic stand. 

The medico-politico dictators at the AMA have made good use of this 
“Independent” article coming from ‘outside medicine” in presenting their 
“overwhelming evidence against chiropractic.”” They have given it wide 
distribution and the power of this article, along with the other 
anti-chiropractic stands taken by groups “‘outside medicine,” has had a big 
impact on the chiropractic efforts to make any gains on Capitol Hill. The 
AMA has been winning by leaps and bounds on the political front. 
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January 2, 1969 Sele 
Mr, H, Doyle Taylor RECES 
Director 
American Medical Assocziation JAM y 
535 North Deerborn Strecl 
Chicago, Hlinois 60610 Dart: 
TET STH 


Dear Doyle: 


Thank you for your extremely helpful suggestionswith regard. 
to our feature story in the center spread of the January issuc of 
Senior Cilizens News, 


Iam enclosing proofs of these pages which omits the cut of’ 
the Palmers which will appear in coluran 3 on page 4, 


Senior Citizens News will be distributed on Friday evening enc 
we will be mailing 200 copies directly to you. Iam sure your col- 
leagues will be interested in the front page story which is a fairly 
straight report of Wilbur Cohen's New Year's Eve press confer- 
crite, 


As Ireported to you on the tclephone carlicr today, I had a 
long session with Secrclary Cohen last week and we talked at somé 
Iength about chiropractors, Iam sure there will be no recommenc 
trom HJEW for inclusion of chiropractors under Medicare and 1 hogs 
there will bo-a strongly-worded turn-down, 


I want to confirm in this letler the cost figures on the other’ pr 
ject we discussed: The cost for ono million copics will bz $26,595 
Tho guotes are from Mike Goldfarb at French-Bray Printing Couw,- 
pany, Candter Building, Ballimore, Md, 21202 (Talephone A.G, 3 
72¢-0100), Jtis inclusive of art, Jayout and production. 


ho brochure will be 16 pagas, sclf-cover, cine 5-1/2" XS 
bound saddic, trimmed to Liced, It will be printed in blue ink un 
60 pound white offset. 


Mr, H, Doyle Taylor - 2 January 2, 1969 


The shipping of the brochures will be in lots of 100 packed in soceial 
corrugated cartons, Mailed Look rate, cach package Will cost 75¢ including 
packaging, labcling and postege. Total costs for the distrivution would thesec- 


fere amount to $7,500, 
With warm regards. 
Sincerely, 
ats l\ 
- 


William R, Hutton2 
Executiy<“VDir cctor 
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Enclosures 
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@. HH, THOMAS BALLANTINE, M.D., GUEST EDITORIAL IN MEDICAL TRIBUNE -~ 
This item was received by the Committee as informational. 

~. PROGRESS REPORT ON RALPII LEE SMITH BOOK, AT YOUR OWN RISK -~ 
THE FACTS ABOUT CHIROPRACTIC -- This item war received by the Comaittce 
as informational. 

g- ACTION BY MEDICAL DIRECTOR OF CATTARAUGUS COUNTY, NEW YORK, 
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH IN RELATION TO CHIROPRACTIC UNDER MEDICAID PROGRAM ~- 
This item was received by the Committee as informational. 

IV. INFORMATIONAL ITEMS -- These items wore ravicwed by the Committee 
and accepted as informational, 

V. STATE SITUATIONS -- These items were reviewed by the Conmnmittec 
and accepted as informational. 

The Committoe commended the staff of the Department of Investigation 
for its work in connection with the HEW study report, and the pudlic stand 
taken by the National Council of Senior Citizens. 

VI. NEXT MEETING -- The Committee's next meeting will be Friday, 


May 9, 1969, at A.M.A. Headquarters in Chicago. 


T0: Ernest NR, Novard, M.D. 
Acting Exceutive Vico President 


VUROUGH: Bernard ). Hirsh, Esq., Director 
Law Division 


FROM: N. Woyl*Yaylor, Esq., Secretary 
Comaittee on Quackery 


DATE: January 20, 1659 


Attached is a statement by’ nenmbers of the Coumittce on Crea 
requesting an appoarance before the Loard-of Trustees at Che Yonra’ 
February G-S necting to discuss the request for Linancia). past ctunes by 
the National Council of Senior Citizens, Inc. 


2 will bo happy to make any arrangenents you suggest, including 
those for an appocrance by “Villian KR, Hutton, Executive Director of the 
Kational Council of Senior Citizens, if this is the Board's wish. 


The Nationa) Council of Senior Citizens, Inc., has a membership of 
approximately 2,500,000 persons GS ycars of ngo and older and is structured 
to includo somo 2,500 nesbor clubs in all of the 50 states. 


In the January issuo of the Senfor Citizens Nos, a publication of the 
National Council of Senior Citizens, Inc., it sinted its strony opposition 
to inclusion of chiropractic in the Medicare progran. 


This newspaper is the policy voice of the National Council of Senior 
Citizens, with a circulntion’ of $0,000. It gocs to all Senior Citizens 
chapters, but only to those werders cho subseribe. A reprint of the Senior 
Citizens News article is attachod. 


The National Counci) of Senior, Citizens, Inc., has proposed product{on 
of a booklet, including the sane basic text material, for distribution to 
menbers of the National Council. It wishes to produce. the bookict and 
distribute it through the Kational Council’s printing and mailing facilities. 


Its request is for ANA financial support for the printing ant distribution 
of the booklet. The cost figures, as subnitted by the National Councs) of 
Senior Citizens, are included in paragraphs 5 through & of the attached 
letter from William R. Mutton, executive director of the Natsona) Counci) 
of Senior Citizens. 


Tho Cormiittes on Quackery believes this to be a nort vorthchile project 
and requests permission for Comittee representalives to appear before the 
Board of Trustees at its February meeting to discuss this matter. 


It also is recounended thet Willian R. Hutton, executive director of 
tho National Council, bo invited to appear before tho board. The panphlet 
Zs one of several steps being considered by the National Council to counteract 
chiropractic. Another is-a speakiiy program at the locai level, calling for 
co-operation by ‘local nedical socictics. 


[4 Sh a he ile. 


Tnouas (lo fe aeeats ar o LD. 


Raymond A. Berper, Wan. ne. the 1% U “4 
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MEMORANDUM 


January 28, 1969 RECEIVE 


JAN 3G 1965 


Departrent o 
INVESTIGATIC: 


TOs: Mr. H. Doy2 Taylor 


This will confirm the meeting of the Soard of Trustees 
with representatives of the Committee on Quackery and the 
Senior Citizens Council on Saturday, February 8, 1969, at 
11:00 a.m., in the Board Conference Room at AMA headquarters. 


gilt 


Ernest B. Howard, M..D. 


February 19, 1969 RECELIV2D 


Fp 21 1969 


Depart=eat of 
TO: Mr. Bernard D. Hirsh, Director “JUVESTIGATION 
Law Division 


RE: Chiropractic 


At its recent meeting the Soard of Trustees voted to corzend the 
Committee on Quackery for its efforts to promote the dissemination of 
material that presents the AMA posicion on chiropractic and to authorize 
discussion with the National Council of Senior Cicizens for the prepara- 
tion and distribution of appropriate "work kits” at an expenditure by 
the AMA of not to exceed $17,500. 


You may wish to discuss this matter with Mr. Philip Lesly who had 


some thoughts on the preparation of the "work kits” and their distribu- 
tion. 


sib 


Ernest B. Howard, M. D. 


ecs Mr. H. Doyl Taylor 
Mr. Philip Lesly 


Chapter Nine 
CREEPING MEDICALISM 
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Chapter Nine 
CREEPING MEDICALISM 


In their eight year history, the Committee on Quackery has left few 
“stones unturned” in their campaign against chiropractic. They have even 
crossed the paths of the US Federal and US Supreme Courts with their 
anti-chiropractic propaganda. 

The AMA-influenced court case in question stems back to 1964 when the 
Committee on Quackery met in Chicago at the Sheraton-Chicago Hotel with 
attorneys representing the medical world against the chiropractors in a case 
in Louisiana. On November 13, 1964, the Committee was introduced to the 
attorneys, who were there as guests of Dr. Sabatier. The attorneys, Mr. 
LeCorgne, Mr. Reese and Mr. Wyllie were representing the Louisiana State 
Board of Medical Examiners in the case of England vs. Louisiana State 
Board of Medical Examiners. The Committee was informed by Dr. Sabatier 
of the background of the case which involved 120 chiropractors against the 
medical board. In what appears to be a “class action” suit, where one person 
or a small group represent a larger group’s stand on a particular issue in a 
law suit, the Committee was told “that these men are in the process of 
preparing for the case. Because of the importance of the case and the impact 
of the final court decision,” Dr. Sabatier explained, ‘“‘the Louisiana State 
Board of Medical Examiners requested that Mr. LeCorgne, Mr. Reese, and 
Mr. Wyllie be allowed to sit in on the Committee meeting.” 

Mr. LeCorgne reviewed the background of the England case for the 
Committee’s information. The minutes disclosed, ‘He stated that the case 
will be tried by a three-judge federal court, but the Board does not know 
how it is to be tried.” The record further revealed, “In all probability there 
will be no chance for cross-examination, only presentation of affidavits.” 

The Committee was informed by the attorney that if chiropractors were 
successful in this suit, the result would be to allow them to do anything an 
M.D. can do. Exactly what he meant by that is uncertain, because the only 
thing that was in question in the court action was the licensing of 
chiropractors in the state of Louisana. There is certainly nothing unusual 
about this, because chiropractors are licensed in 14 other states and they are 
not allowed to do “anything” that an M.D. does in any of the-states in 
which they are licensed. As a matter of fact, this is one of the Committee’s 
points in their assault on chiropractic, “That chiropractors are licensed by 
various states only on a limited basis and are not allowed in any state to 
prescribe drugs or perform surgery.” 

Again, the chiropractors would leave the pushing of pills and surgery up 
to the medical doctors anyway. Nowhere in their educational curriculum, or 
in their promotion of the chiropractic profession does the association’s 
representation of chiropractic claim or state that they perform surgery, nor 
do they claim they are qualified to do so. 

The Committee and four staff members of the Department of 
Investigation offered various suggestions to Mr. LeCorgne, which Dr. 
Thomsen, the Chairman, hoped would be helpful to the Medical Board of 
Louisiana in their case against the chiropractors. ‘Mr. Throckmorton 
suggested that his testimony before Senator Williams’ Subcommittee be 
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utilized,” this of course adding to the ammunition the attorneys for the 
medical examining board would bring into court to prove their case against 
the chiropractors. Senator Williams’ Subcommittee is the Senate 
Subcommittee on Health, which is a subcommittee of the Senate Labor and 
Public Welfare Committee Chaired by Senator Williams. 

At their May 21, 1965 meeting, the Committee again brought up the 
England case for discussion. Headlined in their minutes as “Report by Dr. 
Sabatier on England case with affidavits,” Dr. Sabatier reviewed the trial of 
the England case. Dr. Sabatier reported that the chiropractors presented 
only one witness, Mr. Janse, President of the National College of 
Chiropractic. The Doctor said that he did not think Janse’s testimony was 
very effective. Taking into consideration the fact that the Committee on 
Quackery had furnished the attorneys representing medicine’s stand against 
chiropractic in Louisiana with their misinformation, it is no wonder that 
one man’s testimony would appear ineffective. There he was, up against the 
medical giants and their manufactured propaganda shifted into the 
courtroom through their attorneys, with pressure being applied behind the 
scenes by the Committee on Quackery and its members. It was like David 
going against Goliath without his slingshot. Dr. Sabatier continued with his 
report, stating that the decision would not be rendered until after the 
transcript had been prepared and briefs filed. He said this should be 
sometime during the middle of the summer. 

The United States District Court decision in this case was passed against 
the chiropractors, which came as no surprise to the Committee members. 
The case, however, went to the United States Supreme Court. 

In the Committee on Quackery’s January 4, 1971 memo to the Board of 
Trustees which outlined their activities since its inception, they stated that 
two major occurrences in 1966 were noteworthy. “First, the US Supreme 
Court affirmed a federal district court decision holding, in effect, that a 
state has the right to refuse to license chiropractors unless they have the 
same qualifications as Doctors of Medicine.’”” The memo then revealed a 
heretofore undisclosed fact, which has never been made publicly, “Your 
Committee and its staff assisted in this case.” (This was also the year in 
which the AMA House of Delegates came out with a public stand against 
chiropractic. In their policy statement on chiropractic, they stated that the 
US District Court decision and the US Supreme Court affirmation of a 
state’s constitutional right to refuse to license chiropractors was a significant 
contribution from an independent source outside medicine in the fight 
against the chiropractors.) The Committee disclosed in this memo that, 
“This was the necessary tool with which your Committee has been able to 
widen the base of its chiropractic campaign. With it, other health-related 
groups were asked and did adopt the AMA policy statement or 
individually-phrased versions of it.” It was further stated that, ‘These, in 
turn, led to even wider acceptance of the AMA position.” 

The court decision, influenced by the merchants of misinformation, had 
even more milage and the Committee used it against the chiropractic 
profession to its fullest. On January 12, 1968, they went on record as 
Stating, “Every state medical society should consider introducing legislation 
that would rescind the chiropractic licensing laws. Such legislation,’ they 
pointed out, “could be based on the decision in the England case, which in 
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essence would require anyone who holds himself out to be competent in 
treating the human body to receive a medical education and pass the same 
requirements as medical doctors.” 

In 1968, a Resolution was introduced to the AMA’s House of Delegates 
which also included the statement about the US court decision. Resolution 
No. 66, which was adopted by the House, said that the statement about the 
court decision should be, “‘widely promulgated for the information of the 
profession and the protection of the public and believes that adoption of 
Resolution 66 will help implement this objective.” 

The state medical societies did take their master’s advise and in some 
cases they were successful. The Minnesota Supreme Court ruled that 
chiropractic services are not compensable under the Workmen's 
Compensation statute. Two employees, with work-connected back injuries, 
were treated by licensed chiropractors. They claimed payment, under the 
Workmen’s Compenstaion statute, of fees for chiropractic services. These 
claims were contested by their employers and their insurer on the grounds 
that such services were not compensable under the statute. The two separate 
cases were argued together before the Workmen’s Compensation 
Commission. The Commission awarded compensation for the basic 
treatment of orthopedic examination and adjustment by hand manipulation 
and for diagnostic X-ray studies. Compensation for adjustive physical 
therapy was denied. All parties sought review of the award. According to 
the basic Workmen’s Compensation statute, however, the employer is to 
provide medical, surgical, and hospital treatment. The statute does not 
authorize payment for chiropractic services, and the court said that 
legislative history of the statute shows no intent to make chiropractic 
services compensable. 

In lieu of the evidence presented in previous chapters, which shows what 
influence the AMA’s merchants of misinformation had in the insurance fix 
and the role they played in excluding chiropractic services from Medicare, 
Medicaid, Workmen’s Compensation and private insurance plans, this 
decision by the Minnesota Supreme Court should not come as a surprise to 
anyone. At the time the statute in Minnesota was enacted the authorized 
practice of medicine did not include chiropractic. Considering the AMA’s 
position on chiropractic, it is very doubtful that any state statute would 
ever include chiropractic as an authorized body of medicine. 

Statutes relating to licensing of chiropractors expressly provide that 
practice of chiropractic is not the practice of medicine, and on this basis the 
court reversed the decision awarding compensation for chiropractic services 
other than physical therapy and affirmed the denial of compensation for 
physical therapy. (Ingebritson v. Tjernlund Manufacturing Company, 183 
N.W. 2d 552 Minnesota Supreme Court, Jan. 29, 1971.) 

In the bordering state of Wisconsin, Governor Patrick Lucey signed into 
law a bill allowing chiropractic treatment under the state Workmen's 
Compensation Law. In a strong statement criticizing the Governor’s move, 
Dr. G. A. Behnke, president of the Wisconsin Medical Society, said “‘The 
action tarnishes Wisconsin’s well-earned reputation for a model Workmen's 
Compensation program.” He added, “This law encourages the public to 
receive treatment from persons who cannot tell the difference between 
serious illness and simple health problems. The chiropractic theory,” he 
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said, “is so ridiculous as to defy belief.”” One can understand the doctor’s 
animosity toward the chiropractors, considering that he is the president of 
that state’s medical society and this move by the Governor does not 
coincide with the AMA’s master plan to eliminate chiropractic, which the 
doctor was in charge of enacting in his state. 

This case in Wisconsin is an isolated one, considering the fact that most 
of the states do, at this time, exclude chiropractic services from Workmen’s 
Compensation, no thanks to the US Supreme Court decision in which the 
AMA merchants of misinformation had a hand. 

The Committee’s effort to combat chiropractic has taken many strange 
faces. The area they have covered is vast, particularly in government, for 
example the US Office of Education, FDA, HEW, Post Office Department, 
US Supreme Court, US Federal District Court, Government advisory boards, 
Government consultants, US Public Health Service, HEW Health Statistics 
Bureau, and on and on. 

Another area is the US Department of Labor. At their May 21, 1965 
meeting, the Committee reported their activities in this area. Mr. 
Throckmorton reviewed the background on the planned inclusion of a 
chiropractic chapter in a Department of Labor Health Careers Guidebook. 
He then “informed the Committee of Mr. Youngerman’s role in having the 
chiropractic chapter excluded from the Health Careers Guidebook.” The 
Committee went on record commending Mr. Youngerman for his “‘alertness 
in this matter.” 

This, along with the influence and pressure they had applied to the high 
school guidance counselors, would certainly have an effective blow on the 
chiropractic profession, and would also contribute to the Committee’s plan 
to reduce the chiropractors in numbers. This was another step in their 
master plan of eliminating chiropractors altogether, and this great 
accomplishment, the Committee felt, “should be reported to the AMA 
Board of Trustees.” 

In their report to the Board of Trustees they said, ‘The Committee was 
instrumental in blocking the inclusion of a chiropractic chapter in a Health 
Careers Guidebook being prepared by the United States Department of 
Labor for distribution to guidance counselors and others throughout the 
country.” 

Exactly what Mr. Youngerman did to convince the Department of Labor 
to exclude the chapter on chiropractic from the careers booklet is not 
certain. The Progress Report written by Doyl Taylor and sent to the Board 
of Trustees on July 7, 1965, made no mention of how this was brought 
about, only that it was. 

In a July 12, 1965 letter sent to all state medical societies, Taylor 
changed his wording a bit in describing the situation with the health careers 
booklet. He said, “The Committee on Quackery was instrumental in calling 
attention to the planned inclusion of a chapter on chiropractic in a Health 
Careers Guidebook published by the US Department of Labor. The chapter 
was ommitted.” he said. (sic) 

Nowhere in their public announcements of their activities, (public to the 
degree that they sent reports to the “‘in-the-family’’ members of their state 
medical societies), do they ever mention how they brought about these 
great accomplishments. This, again, is understandable considering the tactics 


they employ in carrying out their mission. 

As the Committee stated in their January 4, 1971 report to the Board of 
Trustees about their activities over the years, “The Committee has not 
previously submitted such a report,” they said, “because it believes that to 
make public some of its activities would have been and continues to be 
unwise.’’ For security reasons they said the progress report was only for the 
Board members. 

Quite frankly, there aren’t many (if any at all) ‘“‘accomplishments” which 
the merchants of misinformation would want made public. At least how 
these accomplishments came about would be the subject of great secrecy 
and would be guarded with the utmost security. (Almost.) 

The Think Tank at the AMA has avoided any open confrontation with 
the chiropractors and has insisted on what is commonly known in the 
politico-intelligence circles as, “clandestine operations,” on all fronts against 
the chiropractic profession, especially on the political front. 

“Physicians should be encouraged by the Medical Political Action 
Committee to support candidates for election to the legislature who are 
mindful of the health hazards posed by chiropractic.” This statement is 
taken from the AMA’s Program of Action to Combat Chiropractic, which 
was to be enacted by their state medical societies back in 1968. 

On July 22, 1971, Senator Edward M. Kennedy accused the Washington 
lobbyist for the AMA of trying to blackmail the Democratic Senatorial 
Campaign Committee into silencing his attacks on the AMA. The Senator, at 
the time, was the chief sponsor of a national health insurance bill which was 
strongly opposed by the AMA. The AMA representative, Mr. Harry Hinton, 
said, “if Senator Kennedy wants every physician in the country to leave the 
Democratic Party, he is going about it in the right way.” 

Senator Kennedy commented on the pressure tactics the AMA was 
employing in their efforts to silence him. “In substance, it suggests that 
because some portion of the political funds supplied to AMPAC by AMA 
members has been contributed by AMPAC to the campaign committee, the 
campaign committee ought to be able both to silence my attacks on the 
AMA and suppress my efforts to obtain for this nation — in spite of AMA 
opposition — comprehensive health care delivery and financing system, 
including national health insurance.” (L.A. Times, Friday, July 23, 1971, 
Pg. 14.) 

The AMA is infamous for these pressure tactics on politicians in the 
nation’s capitol. Combining their master plan for state medical societies to 
back only pro-AMA candidates with their AMPAC activities in Washington, 
they have been instrumental in many elections. 

Founded in the fall of 1961, AMPAC has backed over a hundred 
“conservative” candidates in the 1962 and 1964 Congressional and 
Senatorial campaigns. It had been said by a reliable AMPAC official that in 
the 1962 campaign they had success in either picking winners or influencing 
their victory in better than seventy percent of the candidates they backed. 

AMPAC is one of the AMA’s most influential levers in the political arena, 
and one which delivers the most impact on the minds of the political leaders 
of this country. That distinction is to be bestowed upon the merchants of 
misinformation and their clandestine activities, which have been carried on 
for the past eight years. 
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In seeing to the completion of their appointed mission, the elimination 
of chiropractic, they have saturated the offices and the minds of political 
leaders throughout the country. Their propaganda had made its mark on the 
entire political spectrum. They run their indoctrination campaign along the 
whole political gamut, ranging from influencing an Attorney General’s 
opinion in the state of Illinois to sending their misinformation, false and 
misrepresented data, to Capitol Hill in their effort to influence the 
legislators against chiropractic, not to mention their illegal lobbying 
activities with mis represented data. 

According to the Internal Revenue Code covering non-profit 
organizations, Section 501 (3) (c), no such organization is permitted to 
lobby, which is to say to back, promote, influence, or solicit the votes of 
members of a legislative body, in the lobby, hall, chamber or elsewhere. To 
do so, would bring about an IRS investigation into that organization for 
violation of that Section under which they are covered. 

This, then, is the reason the AMA created AMPAC, which is only a 
“front group” for the AMA. But their political influence does not end there. 
Separate from AMPAC, the AMA and the Committee on Quackery have 
been actively campaigning, influencing, and encouraging their members to 
apply pressure on politicians on many fronts. As early as 1965, the 
Committee on Quackery was monitoring bills being introduced to the 
legislature throughout the country. They were told by Mr. Youngerman that 
74 different bills were introduced regarding chiropractic legislation. 

Also in 1965, they moved in on the state of Illinois to influence that 
state Attorney General’s opinion concerning chiropractic examination by 
the state. Illinois has the basic science portion of its examination different 
for chiropractors than for medical doctors. This shouldn’t be reason for any 
concern, since these two professions employ different techniques and 
theory in their practice. At least little concern was shown outside of the 
Committee on Quackery. At their May 21, 1965 meeting, they reported 
that “An Attorney General’s Opinion has more or less approved of this 
arrangement.’’ Mr. Youngerman stated to the Committee, “that he will 
contact the Illinois State Medical Society and point out the fallacious 
reasoning in the Attorney General’s Opinion.” 

Mr. Youngerman noted that he talked with Dr. Kenneth H. Schnepp, 
Secretary of the Ilinois Board of Medical Examiners, about this matter at 
the Monday, February 8, meeting with the Board of Medical Examiners. He 
said that “Dr. Schnepp stated that the Board was aware of the Attomey 
General’s Opinion and was planning to make an attempt to have the 
Opinion modified.” 

At the same meeting it was discovered that the Committee had planned 
on spreading their propaganda and misinformation to the Attorney General 
in North Carolina. In that state, the Attorney General ruled that it was 
alright for chiropractors to use laboratory procedures such as the making of 
urinalysis tests. The Committee moved to influence the North Carolina 
Attorney General’s opinion with a letterwriting campaign. They said, “The 
staff plans to correspond with the Attorney for the North Carolina State 
Board of Medical Examiners in regard to some of the weak points in the 
North Carolina Attorney General’s Opinion.” 

In addition to these planned actions for the State of North Carolina, the 
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Committee reported at their September 23, 1965 meeting on a chiropractic 
bill being introduced in that state. It was noted in the minutes that the 
Committee, through Mr. Youngerman, had sent a great deal of their 
misinformation to North Carolina in their attempts to turn the tide against 
the chiropractors. In his report to the Committee, Youngerman said, “it 
now looks like this bill probably will be defeated.” 

In this instance, the bill which was for chiropractic services, was defeated 
by a vote of 63-26. This outcome was greatly influenced by the merchants’ 
of misinformation propaganda campaign in the North Carolina legislature. 

On the grand scale, the Committee reported in the summer of ’65 that 
they were planning on putting together a slide-film pointing out the 
“contradictions” of chiropractic theory and education. “This film,” as was 
reported in the minutes of the July 7, 1965 meeting, “was shown in 
Washington, D.C., to a member of the Senate Finance Committee in regard 
to an amendment to include chiropractic coverage in section B of H.R. 
(House Resolution) 6675.” 

This is direct evidence of the Committee’s influence on legislators in 
Washington. Although the minutes did not disclose who this Senate Finance 
Committee member was, it is for sure that he was in a position of power and 
could apply pressure to his colleagues to exclude chiropractic from the bill. 

Back on the local level, Dr. Sabatier, having become aware that state 
Attorney Generals could present a “problem” in the future, outlined a plan 
in 1965 for each state medical society to take up. With great foresight he 
commanded “that the state medical societies establish relations with their 
Attorney General early after his election.” Keeping in mind that an ounce 
of prevention is worth a pound of cure, this tactic could prove most useful 
in future decisions passed by state Attorney Generals with regard to 
chiropractic. 

Continuing in their endeavor to saturate the minds of political leaders in 
the country, the Committee reported in the summer of ’66 that they 
“provided assistance to state and county medical societies that are 
combating proposed chiropractic legislation.” This in addition to 
“furnishing assistance to federal agencies and congressional committees who 
were asked to recognize the cult of chiropractic.” With their lobbying office 
in Washington and their own members keeping an eye on what legislation 
was being proposed in favor of chiropractors, the Committee usually knew 
well in advance who to send their propaganda to. 

On September 7, 1966, Dr. Sabatier informed the Committee that every 
legislator in his state, Louisiana, received the AMA News reprint on the 
England case, (the case in which the Committee was commended for having 
influenced a federal court’s decision against chiropractic). Dr. Sabatier 
stated that the reprint received “favorable comment.” 

In the state of Massachusetts there was a bill introduced and passed by 
that state’s legislature which covered chiropractic licensing. The bill, it was 
reported at the same meeting to the Committee, was on the Governor’s desk 
and he had not done anything about the bill at that time. “It was reported 
that the medical association was working very hard to get the proper 
message to the Governor,” the minutes revealed. The “proper message”’ is 
of course, the Committee’s views on chiropractic which no doubt would be 
conveyed to the Governor via the merchants’ propaganda. 
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In what can only be described as a monumental pressure campaign, the 
AMA enacted a plan to stop chiropractic inclusion in HR 5710 (Medicare) 
in 1967. Calling to arms their state medical societies, they alerted them to 
the pending legislation. With the efficiency accorded great military minds, 
the AMA through its Executive Vice-President, Dr. Blasingame, sent out a 
series of telegrams instructing his subordinates to saturate Capitol Hill with 
misinformation on chiropractic. These telegrams, designed by Blasingame 
and budgeted for under budget number 2100-03, were sent to the Executive 
Secretaries of 19 state medical societies with members on the House Ways 
and Means Committee, along with urgent follow-up phone calls giving 
further instructions. 

Pressure was applied to the 15 Democrats and 11 Republicans 
representing 19 states by all SO medical societies, including the 19 who were 
represented on the Ways and Means Committee. 

The four page telegram called for the state medical societies to act 
quickly. Blasingame instructed that an immediate letter campaign 
accompany the telegram campaign, with copies of the telegrams going to 
Chairman Wilbur Mills. The AMA Executive Vice-President stressed that it 
was important that copies go to Mills. He said, “Following points could be 
made in wires and letters: Inclusion in HR 5710 (Medicare) of payment for 
chiropractic services would constitute a serious hazard to health care of the 
elderly and would create for them an intolerable double standard of care.” 
Spouting out the standard propaganda line of the Quackery Committee, he 
continued, “Chiropractic is an unscientific cult whose practitioners lack the 
necessary training and background to diagnose and treat human disease. 
Chiropractic,” he added, “constitutes a hazard to rational health care 
because of the substandard and unscientific education of its practitioners 
and their rigid adherence to an irrational, unscientific approach to disease 
causation.” 

In what almost appears to have been written by the Committee on 
Quackery or Taylor himself, the telegram continued, “We urge you to 
oppose chiropractic coverage under HR 5710 and call your attention to 
these other specific points.” He then employs in his instructions the Think 
Tank’s tactics “that everyone knows that chiropractic is evil” when he 
listed, “1. No chiropractic school is accredited by any recognized 
educational accrediting agency in the United States, 2. Doctor of 
Chiropractic Degrees (D.C.) are listed as ‘spurious’ by the US Office of 
Education.” The list continues down to point 10, with each point nothing 
but a parroting and plagiarizing of what the Committee on Quackery has 
already said. For example, two of the other points Blasingame instructed his 
subordinates to write and include in their smear campaign were: 
Chiropractors are not allowed to practice in any hospital accredited by the 
Joint Commission on Accreditation of Hospitals; Chiropractors are licensed 
by the various states only on a limited basis and are not allowed in any state 
to prescribe drugs or perform surgery. In addition, he pointed out that “a 
three-judge Federal District Court has ruled that, since chiropractic holds 
itself out as a complete health care service, a state may refuse to license 
chiropractors if they fail to meet the same educational standards required of 
medical doctors.”’ Still another was, “The principles of medical ethics state 
that it is unethical for a doctor of medicine to associate professionally with 
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a cultist (Chiropractor).” In keeping with the standard misinformation line 
pouring out of the AMA, he also added, “the matter of standardizing 
chiropractic claims throughout the United States would provide a difficult 
and intolerable burden on the Social Security Administration.” 

Point by point, each one of these items has been a manufactured lie 
stemming from the Committee on Quackery and their influence in each of 
the related areas. None of the points outlined have ever originated from.any 
source other than the Merchants of Misinformation. The reports, findings, 
policy statements and even ligislative acts that have been listed by the AMA 
over the years as coming from “outside medicine,” have all been either 
instigated, promoted, influenced, dictated, edited, written or manufactured 
ey the AMA’s Merchants of Misinformation and their Diplomatic Dictator, 

aylor. 

Even before Taylor had ever received the list of HEW consultants to the 
independent practitioners study in August of 1968 the AMA had spread its 
influence to one of the more powerful members of that study panel. 
Senator Maurine B. Neuberger, the Chairman of the Citizens Advisory 
Council on the Status of Women, while on the HEW study group, had 
previously heard the AMA party line on chiropratic from the AMA’s 
prostitute writer, Mr. Smith. At the meeting of the State Medical Society of 
Wisconsin in which Smith gave a talk on chiropractic in November of 1967, 
Senator Maurine Neuberger attended, representing the FDA. Also at the 
same meeting was Senator Harrison Williams, who at the time was on the 
Senate Special Committee on Aging, the Senate Subcommittee on Health 
and Chairman of the Labor and Public Welfare Senate Committee. (He was 
also from the state of New Jersey, where the New Jersey Medical Society 
applied pressure on that state’s governor who ended up putting a “pocket 
veto’’ on a piece of chiropractic legislation.) As was pointed out earlier, the 
Public Information man of the Wisconsin Medical Society had said that 
Smith could not only bring authority to his remarks on chiropractic, but 
more important, his presentation to these distinguished legislators would be 
free of the “taint” of medicine. 

This was another instance where the AMA’s Quackery Committee had 
“sotten to” influential legislators with their misrepresented data on 
chiropractic. In this case it was coming from their mouthpiece, Ralph Lee 
Smith. 

On the state level, the Committee asked their staff on September 15, 
1967, to suggest various alternatives for state medical societies to consider 
in regard to possible legislation (regarding licensing) that could take the 
initiative away from the chiropractors and place it in the hands of the 
medical societies. The Committee had felt that chiropractic licensure should 
be made so difficult that eventually more chiopractors are dying than new 
chiropractic licenses are granted. This, they said, ““would create the situation 
of a ‘profession withering on the vine,’ and dying an eventual death.”” Much 
of the state medical society’s time is spent in pursuing this goal by sending 
the AMA’s propaganda and misinformation to their local state legislators. 

One way in which the Committee planned to apply pressure on a state 
level was to get their state medical societies to counteract the legislative 
activities of chiropractors by attempting to get legislative approval for state 
investigations of chiropractic. This, they felt, “is the key to open major 
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activity in this field,” but they added that this “action should be taken 
now.” (This was in September of 1967.) By applying pressure on state 
legislators to investigate chiropractic, the merchants of misinformation 
could then saturate such investigations and their study members and 
consultants with anti-chiropractic propaganda. This had been done on a 
larger scale with the HEW study for the 90th Congress and was planned now 
for the state level. The AMA felt that in order to effectively combat 
chiropractic, legislative action was necessary and this could be accomplished 
with the materials available to them through the Committee on Quackery, 
the ultimate goal being the abolishment of chiropractic through legislation. 

In addition to “supporting medicine’s friends” in elections, a more 
important and more basic issue should be taken up by the state medical 
societies. This was to insure that ‘“‘Legislative Contact Men be 
knowledgeable about chiropractic.’’ This item was pointed out to the Iowa 
Medical Society as being particularly important. In this fashion, the 
merchants of misinformation would lay the groundwork with the assistants, 
advisors and secretaries of Congressmen and Senators, thus making it easier 
to influence the legislators. 

On January 12, 1968, Doyl Taylor spoke before the Committee on 
Quackery and reviewed the events leading up to the sending of telegrams to 
the House Ways and Means Committee and Jetters to all members of 
Congress. It would appear that this whole campaign originated from Taylor 
as he stressed to the Committee the role played by the Committee Secretary 
(himseif) and the Chairman, Dr. Sabatier, in this endeavor. Mr. Taylor 
informed the Committee that the Washington offices had reported that the 
situation — chiropractic coverage under Medicare — was well in hand, in so 
far as the House Ways and Means Committee was concerned. 

The success emanating from the propaganda machine had a great impact 
on the chiropractic profession on the political front. It did not end there; it 
was noted in the minutes of that meeting that the bill (Section 141 of HR 
12080) was now before the Senate Finance Committee. Taylor sent out a 
letter to all state medical societies thanking the executives, their members 
and others for helping to exclude chiropractic coverage from HR 12080. 
The real thanks should be given to Taylor and his merchants of 
misinformation and their concerted illegal lobbying efforts, which was the 
true reason why chiropractic was prevented from being included in the bill. 

A very good example of what the propaganda merchants had supplied 
each member of Congress and other personnel in government, was a copy of 
Ralph Lee Smith’s book, At Your Own Risk. They also supplied each 
member of state legislatures with the book through their state medical 
societies. That’s a lot of misinformation and misrepresented data distributed 
to this country’s lawmakers. 

The success of the telegram campaign to the Ways and Means Committee 
is best capped with a statement by Dr. William Mar of Galveston, Texas, to 
Mr. Lincoln Williston of the Texas Medical Association. He reported in his 
August 23, 1968 letter, that Dr. Donald Duncan (on the HEW consultant 
panel to examine chiropractic inclusion in Medicare) had stated “that 
chiropractors would now be a part of the Medicare program had not Senator 
Wilbur Mills of Arkansas been so adamant on his stand in this. “It would 
seem,” he added, “‘that he is certainly sponsoring the denial of chiropractors 
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participating in the Medicare program.” 

This may not have happened if it weren’t for Taylor’s telegram and letter 
campaign. 

In the State of Kentucky, the Committee on Quackery of the Kentucky 
Medical Association was influencial in preparing proposed legislation 
regarding chiropractic. They were successful in getting that state to 
implement an anti-X-ray law which restricted chiropractors from using 
X-ray equipment and stated that only persons with “‘specialized training” 
were allowed to use such equipment. This training would, of course, come 
under the jurisdiction and the watchful eye of the AMA. 

One of the many ways the Committee on Quackery spreads their 
influence in legislative circles is to invite top legislators to their quackery 
congresses. They had in attendance at their Fourth Quackery Congress 
many such legislators of state and federal jurisdiction. They would hold 
Legislative Seminars on Chiropractic and have these lawmakers in on their 
propaganda panels and discussions. In this way they could further 
indoctrinate and influence legislators into taking an anti-chiropractic 
posture which would reflect in their future decisions with regards to 
chiropractic. 

On the national scene, in Washington, D.C., it was reported in a 
newsletter coming from AMPAC called Legislative Roundup that Medicare 
inclusion of chiropractic care was being called for through legislation. 
Despite the AMA-influenced HEW Report handed to the 90th Congress, the 
First Session of the 91st Congress, in 1969, had 23 bills introduced in the 
House and one in the Senate which would amend part B of Medicare to 
provide for payment for the services of chiropractors. The House bills were 
referred to the Ways and Means Committee, with the Senate bill going to 
the Finance Committee. The February 21, 1969, newsletter pointed out 
that it was apparent that pressure would be exerted by the chiropractors to 
have Congress act favorably on this legislation. 

One day prior to this informative newsletter being released, the names of 
the 23 Congressmen and the numbers of their proposed bills (HR-House 
Resolutions) and the one Senator and the number of his proposed bill were 
in the hands of all the AMA’s headquarter directors, including Taylor. The 
memo which listed all this information came from David Powers, Director 
of Management Service Division, to all Assistant Directors. He stressed that 
a project involving physicians’ constituents of the listed individuals be 
implemented to supplement the activities of the Washington staff. It was 
suggested that a letter from physicians’ contacts in the districts which would 
relay the abridged portion of the HEW Report highlighting the subject 
matter (chiropractic exclusion from Medicare) would be a good first start. 
They also planned to send copies of the Senior Citizens News article to all 
the Congressmen, as was covered earlier. He stated that at the upcoming 
March staff meeting, the directors should come prepared to give him a 
progress report on this subject indicating the extent of local involvement 
and reactions. 

In his memo to all assistant directors he chose to single out Doy! Taylor 
when he said, “‘Doyl, our staff will be coming into Chicago on March 10th 
and 11th and I hope I will have an opportunity to discuss this project with 
them at this time. After which,” he reported, “I will give you a progress 
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report.” Being on the scene in Washington and working closely with the 
AMA lobbyist, Harry Hinton, Powers told Taylor that it was Hinton who 
came up with the list on February 19. He told Taylor that Hinton was in 
agreement with the procedure set out in the memo and he had checked with 
Hinton first before he had sent it to AMA headquarters. He added, “If you 
have any other suggestions, Doyl, please don’t hesitate to let me know.” 

This memo would certainly clear any doubts as to who is actually calling 
the shots on the political front in Washington. At their April 30, 1970 
meeting the Committee members studied efforts by physicians and state 
medical society representatives to date, in contacting members of the House 
Ways and Means Committee and other members of Congress to urge that 
chiropractic continue to be excluded from medicare. 

Perhaps these -efforts were not enough, for as the record shows, Taylor 
himself had to engage in a personal crusade of spreading propaganda in 
Washington. He took it upon himself to liaison with US Senate and House 
members and with committee staffs concerning chiropractic legislation in 
Congress. At the October 29, 1970 Committee meeting, he reported he had 
furnished materials and information to all persons on the congressional 
scene. 

In keying up their attack on the chiropractors on the local level, the 
Committee called for a coordinated all-out effort to assemble all five 
regional areas in the country at the AMA Clinical Convention in Boston. 
This meeting would help tie together the efforts of all state medical societies 
and coordinate and encourage the states in their legislative programs against 
chiropractic. In calling their state medical societies to arms against the 
chiropractors, the Committee on Quackery was instrumental in a massive 
letter-writing campaign designed to saturate Capitol Hill with 
misinformation and misrepresented data on chiropractic. 

From the state of Michigan, a Dr. Richard Gascoigne wrote Dr. Wilbur at 
the AMA complaining about how chiropractic was running “rampant’’ in his 
state. He reported that the Governor had recently signed a bill which 
allowed for chiropractic services to be paid under that state’s Blue Shield 
plan (one of a few states that do). He asked the Deputy Executive 
Vice-President of the AMA if there were state societies he might contact 
regarding this problem. He added, “‘Also, any advice or suggestions you 
might have regarding an active program in eventual control of chiropractic, 
would be greatly appreciated.” 

In answer to his request, Dr. Gascoigne received a letter from Commissar 
Taylor’s first lieutentant, William Monaghan. In his April 1, 1971, reply to 
the doctor he said that the AMA, on a national level, was urging state 
societies to contact their individual congressmen with regards to 
chiropractic inclusion in Medicare. This was one area where immediate 
action was essential, he said. He told the Michigan doctor that it was 
important that efforts at each state level be coordinated and concentrated 
so he should get in touch with that state’s medical society. With the 
information the doctor would receive from the medical society, which 
would be the propagandized quack packs, they would have enlisted another 
soldier in their war against the chiropractors. 

On April 30, 1970, a two-page telegram was sent out to two 
Congressmen on the House Ways and Means Committee. The telegram was 
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followed by a letter to both legislators. Both were written and sent by Dr. 
Henry I. Fineborg, and his message spouted the standard misinformation of 
the Quackery Committee of which he is a member. 

Using his title as Executive Vice-President of the Medical Society of the 
State of New York, and using its letter-head, he employed the tactics of 
“everyone knows etc., etc.,”” when he made the blanket statement that the 
“Medical Society of the State of New York adamantly opposes the inclusion 
of chiropractic in Medicare in any form.” He then parroted in very general 
terms that, “Evidence from independent studies overwhelmingly supports 
the conclusion that chiropractic is an unscientific cult whose practitioners 
lack the necessary training and background to diagnose and treat human 
disease.” 

One would think the doctor was copying word for word from the 
Committee’s minutes in his message to the legislators. He said that to 
include chiropractic in HR 1 would reduce the quality of heath care 
provided and increase the cost without justification (HR 1 being the Social 
Security Amendments of 1971). 

He then told the New York Congressmen, Conable and Carey, that “We,” 
whoever we is, “therefore strongly urge you, as a member of the Committee 
on Ways and Means, to vote against the inclusion of chiropractic in HR1 and 
in any Federal Legislation now before Congress.” This Committee on 
Quackery member took it upon himself to speak for every doctor in New 
York State, using his title in that state’s medical society as a cover, to 
influence these two members of Congress with his false and misrepresented 
data on chiropractic. He included with his letter the standard 
anti-chiropractic propaganda kits for the Congressmens’ information, as 
evidence to substantiate his charges about chiropractic. 

In addition to the above, it was discovered that the New York State 
Medical Society took other steps in their efforts to influence these two New 
York Congressmen. In a memo of April 30, 1971, Mr. Martin Tracey, the 
legal beagle of that medical society, sent a memo to Ken Bugan, the AMA’s 
Field Service man for New York State, at his office in New Rochelle. He 
informed Bugan that in addition to the telegrams and letters sent to the 
Congressmen, Dr. Vincent Tesomers of Brooklyn, N.Y., spoke to 
Congressman Carey regarding the situation. Also, he informed Bugan that he 
had spoken to the Secretary to the Executive Director, Mr. Donald Irish, of 
the Monroe County Medical Society. He was informed by the Secretary that 
they would make contact with the Rochester, New York, legislator, 
Congressman Conable and follow up on the chiropractic situation. In 
addition, Dr. George L. Collins, Jr., from Buffalo, New York, who is also a 
delegate to the AMA House of Delegates, told Tracey that he would speak 
to Congressman Carey, who, it so happens, is a relative of the doctor’s. 

All of this was happening while Mr. Bugan was away in Chicago. 
Returning to his office, he was faced with nothing to do in the way of 
contributing except send a memo to his superior at the AMA, Dick Layton, 
telling him of the events which Tracey told him had taken place. Having 
everything well in hand, he could then drive across the Tappen Zee Bridge 
that evening and quietly rest at his home in Nyack, New York, assured of a 
job well done. 

On May 6, 1971, the Committee discussed the 92nd Congress and the 
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chiropractic drive for inclusion in Medicare. Considering the success the 
merchants of misinformation had up to this point in time, it is a wonder 
there were any chiropractors left for them to conduct such a drive against, 
in Washington or anywhere. 

The Committee was informed of still another successful campaign on the 
political front. They noted in their minutes that, “Sponsors in Congress of 
chiropractic bills this year are only about half the number of those in 
1970.” Taylor reported that a bill pertaining to Medicare and chiropractic 
probably will be reported on by the House Ways and Means Committee in 
late May of that year. At the same time it was reported that the study of 
chiropractic contained in last year’s bill probably will remain in the new 
legislation. The fate of these chiropractic bills in both houses and the joint 
conference committees also was discussed. 

The campaign to spread their misinformation throughout the legislature 
went into full swing in 1971. Letters containing misrepresented and false 
information flowed into Capitol Hill from all medical societies and AMA 
members from every part of the country. The letters, as Taylor and Sabatier 
had described one of them, were received by members of Congress as 
authoritative, scientific statements on chiropractic shortcomings. These 
letters, by the way, do carry a lot of weight, since the letterwriter claims 
that he represents all the doctors in his state or that he speaks for the entire 
“scientific community” or he speaks for the ‘‘medical world’’ or some such 
gibberish. 

Timing is very important in passing or stopping a piece of legislation. It is 
necessary to indoctrinate key individuals, such as congressmen, senators and 
even their staff assistants and legislative assistants, in order to win their 
confidence in an issue, prior to their voting on it. 

Such was the case with Dr. Charles D. Sherman, of the University of 
Rochester. The Professor of Surgery at the University wrote Florida 
Congressman Rogers, Chairman of the Subcommittee on Public Health and 
Welfare, regarding the inclusion of chiropractic under Medicare. The 
Congressman from Florida, who is very influential on health matters in 
Washington, was supporting the concept of including chiropractors in 
federal government payments under Medicare. It so happens that the 
Senator was also a classmate of Dr. Sherman’s at the University of Florida, 
and that being the case, the doctor had kept in contact intermittantly with 
Representative Rogers over the years. 

Based on this association with the legislator, Dr. Sherman had written 
him a strong letter opposing his classmate’s stand on chiropractic. In his 
letter, Representative Rogers replied that so many of his constituents 
seemed to want this that he felt that it was only right that this should 
become law. He also pointed out to the doctor that he did not know of any 
senior citizen’s group who opposed the inclusion of chiropractics in federal 
programs. 

This must have disheartened the doctor and dampened his drive to 
pressure his Congressional friend, for he then turned to a fellow colleague in 
Florida, Dr. Samuel Day, and enlisted his aid to persuade Representative 
Rogers to change his tune. In his July 12, 1971 letter, he said, ‘I hope that 
you can bring some pressure by a variety of methods in Florida to persuade 
Paul Rogers to change his mind in this area because he is a very important 
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person in the health field.” 

Dr. Sherman had also sent a copy of the letter to Representative Rogers 
to Frank Horton, a New York Congressman. In his May 10, 1971 reply to 
the doctor, Representative Horton indicated that he was generally in favor 
of these measures which will increase the health benefits accorded to our 
senior citizens under Medicare coverage. “My own efforts have been 
directed at increasing these benefits and pressing for needed programs and 
services,” he suid. He pointed out, however, that “I am looking forward to 
receiving more comments from both the professional and elderly citizens 
before 1 make any final evaluation on this bill.” This would of course open 
the door for the AMA House of Delegate’s representative from New York to 
send a barrage of misinformation to the Congressman’s office. “You can be 
sure,” he said, “that | value your experienced comments and will remember 
them when this issue is brought before the full House for deliberation.” In 
this fashion, the Congressman assured the AMA mouthpiece that not only 
was he accessible to change but that he had been won over, thus adding 
another Congressional convert to the list of AMA supporters in the war on 
chiropractors. 

During the first week of May, 1971, the AMA held its Regional 
Conference on Health Quackery — Chiropractic, in Washington, D.C., at the 
Washington Hilton. Many of the guests who were invited were, naturally, 
legislators from Capitol Hill. Following the Conference, Doyl Taylor sent 
out copics of a paper delivered by Dr. Richard Wilbur at this meeting which 
attacked chiropractic. On May 10, 1971, Taylor sent this anti-chiropractic 
propaganda to Mr. William Fullerton, a legislative assistant for the House 
Ways and Means Committee. In his covering note he said that he regretted 
that Mr. Fullerton could not attend the conference, but he enclosed the 
paper for his information. 

A similar letter and attachment went out to Mr. Jay Constantine, an 
assistant to the Senate Finance Committee. These two committees, of 
course, were the ones who were presently considering the issue of 
chiropractic inclusion in Medicare before the 92nd Congress. 

Taylor sent the same materials to John Cashman, his friend at HEW, and 
also to Pearl Bierman, of HEW. 

Not all of the AMA’s Quackery Congresses have gone unnoticed by the 
chiropractic associations. In 1968, the International Chiropractic 
Association planned on setting up headquarters in the AMA Congress hotel 
to counter-act the meeting. In a memo dated July 2, 1968, Taylor 
dispatched Fred Spillman, pointing out that “every effort should be made 
to prevent the ICA from setting up shop in either the Drake or the 
Knickérbocker Hotel.” 

Declaring a general alarm, Taylor included the American Chiropractic 
Association as a possible enemy in the AMA’s camp. He said that both 
hotels, Drake and Knickerbocker, should be advised of the possibility of the 
National Health Federation attempting to set up a congress on medical 
monopoly in opposition to the Quackery Congress and this should also be 
watched. 

It is unlikely that either hotel would have allowed any of these groups to 
rent space for the purpose of counteracting the AMA’s congress. If they 
were turned down in their efforts to set up their own conferences at these 
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hotels, for whatever illogical reason the hotel management may have come 
up with, the true reason is now out in the open. 

At any rate, there is nothing on the record which indicates that the AMA 
had any such “trouble” at their 1971 quackery conference in Washington, 
D.C. On the contrary, as far as they were concerned, the results of this 
quackery quorum would be quite beneficial in the legislative year of 1971. 

In summary of the legislative year from July 1, 1970, to June 30, 1971, 
the Committee on Quackery submitted an Annual Report outlining the 
highlights of that year. They said that the 91st Congress continued to 
exclude chiropractic from the Medicare program. The US Senate again 
wrote chiropractic services into Medicare, but the bill died at the end of the 
91st Congress. AMA spokesmen and others submitted testimony to both 
houses of Congress opposing chiropractic inclusion. 

In the 92nd Congress, they reported, the House-adopted version of the 
Social Security Amendment of 1971 contained the same provision for the 
chiropractic study (the HEW study into chiropractic inclusion or not in 
Medicare). The report revealed the success of the AMA’s propaganda 
campaign on Capitol Hill when they pointed out that in the 92nd Congress, 
fewer than 75 members of Congress had lent their names to pro-chiropractic 
bills, whereas the year before, there were 125 members of Congress who had 
backed such bills. 

A great deal of credit can be given to the merchants of misinformation 
and their Machiavellian Diplomatic Dictator, Doyl Taylor, for this 
accomplishment. They put a lot of hours into their efforts to combat any 
progress by the chiropractors on the political front, and they have reaped 
the reward, cutting down 50 pro-chiropractic bills in Congress in one year. 

As of July 9, 1971, Taylor was already making moves to cut down the 
numbers of such bills in the 92nd Congress. On that day he dispatched Mr. 
Richard Layton, Director of the Department of Field Services, and enclosed 
with his memo 15 copies of an updated list of members of Congress who 
had lent their names to pro-chiropractic bills. Taylor said, “I assume you 
will want to supply these lists to your field men so that they can inform 
their states.” Thus the cycle was starting again for the new session in 
Congress to be bombarded with misinformation and propaganda to sway 
their thoughts on chiropractic and cut down the numbers of 
pro-chiropractic legislators. Copies of this list also went to J. D. Miller, 
Assistant Executive Vice-President of the AMA; Walen M. Strobhar, 
Director of Public Affairs Division, which is over the AMA lobbyists; and 
Harry Peterson, Director of the Legislative Department under Strobhar. 

This, then, laid the goundwork for what was to become of the 
chiropractic bills that were being presented in Congress. 

On the local front, in the state of Alabama, the Executive Director of the 
medical society there had written Taylor regarding pending legislation in 
Alabama’s state assembly. In his May 14, 1971 reply, Taylor told Mr. L. P. 
Patterson that it would be a good idea to have the former Chief of the 
Medicolegal Section of the Los Angeles District Attorney’s office, Mr. John 
Miner, testify against the chiropractic profession to the legislature. 

Taylor pointed out that John Miner was a personal friend of his, that he 
came with impeccable credentials and he was a dedicated fighter of 
chiropractic. The diplomatic dictator suggested that, “If the Medical 


112 


Association of the State of Alabama decides to aggressively push for 
legislation that will stop the licensing of chiropractors, his testimony could 
have great weight.” He added that Mr. Miner also comes from “outside 
medicine.” 

Mr. Miner, in 1966 and 1968, had delivered speeches directed against 
chiropractic. In one of his talks at the Quackery Congresses, he called the 
chiropractors murderers, killers, thieves, and in general, all chiropractors 
criminals. In mustering up an army to fight chiropractors, he blathered to 
his audience, mostly MD’s, ‘‘We are a people of law — let us use the law to 
benefit the people by destroying health quackery,” chiropractors included. 

This, then, is perhaps what Taylor was referring to when he spoke of 
Miner’s experience in testifying to the perils of chiropractic as being, 
“poignant, knowledgeable testimony,” which he felt the medical society 
could use to serve the purpose they desired. The purpose, as usual, was to 
further the Quackery Committee’s goal of eliminating chiropractic and 
Taylor felt that this would be a contributing success. 

(A_ small note: the American Medical News, an AMA publication, 
announced on June 28, 1971, that a bill to include chiropractic under all 
health insurance policies written in Alabama, was defeated, 8-6, in 
committee vote of state legislature.) 

A short summary is in order, of the successes that the merchants of 
misinformation have had in several states where the battle on chiropractic 
was at its peak in 1971. 

On February 18, 1971, the Assistant Executive Director of the Tennessee 
Medical Association (TMA), Hadley Williams, wrote Doyl Taylor requesting 
a copy of Dr. Wilbur’s luncheon speech at a recent regional conference on 
quackery held in Atlanta, Georgia. He told Taylor that he felt such meetings 
were needed in order to keep abreast of what’s happening in other states 
regarding chiropractic. In his letter, he also asked Taylor if there was any 
information available which he could use in order to “deter our legislature 
from looking favorably towards adding them (chiropractors) to our 
program.” That being Medicaid in that state. In closing he stated, “Thanks 
for the continued service you and your department provide us. I’ll keep you 
posted on happenings in the Tennessee General Assembly which starts next 
week.” 

The information which was supplied to that state’s assembly of 
lawmakers was a reprint of an anti-chiropractic article which appeared in 
Readers Digest (July, 1971). Also sent was the AMA News, July 26th, 
comment on the article which Readers Digest printed. The AMA article 
stated, ‘‘By their training and expertise, physicians are uniquely qualified to 
speak with authority about chiropractic’s shortcomings.”’ It then called for 
each MD to “inform his congressmen and senators why a vote for 
chiropractic would result in the expenditure of public funds for a worthless 
procedure which actually endangers the health of the public.” 

These articles went to the Tennessee State Assembly with a letter from 
the medical society’s president, Dr. John Saffold. He said in his cover letter 
that the question of inclusion and reimbursement of chiropractors under 
government health care programs was facing the legislators and that the 
Tennessee Medical Association opposes this legislation. He said of the 
articles, which he enclosed for the members of the assembly, that they were 
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factual and they presented views on chiropractic by such groups as 
organized labor and national consumer organizations as well as medicine’s 
stand. 

This misinformation was then sent to almost every member of that 
state’s legislative body. As was revealed in a memo from Hadley Williams to 
Taylor, sent on July 20, 1971, not all members got it. He said in his memo, 
“Thought you would be interested to know that the enclosed letter and 
reprint has been mailed to every member* of the Tennessee General 
Assembly.” At the bottom of his memo he wrote: ‘“*except our 
chiropractor member and his two friends!” He added, ‘Thanks for the 
reprints.” This is just more evidence that the merchants of misinformation 
have supplied legislators with false and misleading data in other states. 

In Illinois the AMA Quackery Committee scheduled a conference for the 
Midwest Regional states (12 states) for August 6th, 1971, in which 
chiropractic was to be discussed. In that region, the state of Wisconsin was a 
unique problem, in that the Governor of Wisconsin had recently signed a bill 
providing chiropractic payments under Workmen’s Compensation. This has 
been outlined in the early chapters, but it is another case where Taylor and 
his crew held a closed door meeting to discuss the strategy of combating this 
problem and what propaganda should be used in the battle. 

Concerning Florida, Dr. Sherman had written Taylor from Rochester, 
New York, telling him about his plan to get to Congressman Rogers through 
Dr. Sam Day, who was living in Jacksonville, Florida. In his July 16th reply 
to Sherman, Taylor said, “Obviously, we share your concern about 
Congressman Paul Rogers and, in the past, he has been supplied various 
materials on chiropractic through the AMA’s Washington Office and 
through the Florida Medical Association. These materials,’ he told the 
doctor, “we believe establish without question the invalidity of chiropractic 
as a health care service.” He added, “thus it becomes entirely a political 
question, and it is disappointing to learn that a man of the stature of 
Congressman Rogers will base his decisions on chiropractic’s manufactured 
mail campaign and testimonials.” 

Nowhere in Dr. Sherman’s reply to Dr. Day did he say that the legislator 
based his decision on chiropractic information. On the contrary, he said the 
Congressman had based his decision on what his fellow colleagues felt, 
which was that chiropractic services should be made into law. 

This reply from Taylor to Sherman was a clear cut example of his 
twisting the truth around in his efforts to undermine the Congressman’s 
stand and at the same time assassinate the Congressman’s stature by 
innuendo. The AMA’s mouthpiece is infamous for his derogatory statements 
about people who do not follow the AMA’s propaganda line on 
chiropractic. 

Taylor also took the liberty to send a copy of Dr. Sherman’s letter to Dr. 
Day, along with his letter to Sherman, to the Executive Vice-President of 
the Florida Medical Association. In his note to Mr. Harold Parham, he said, 
“We share his concern about Florida Congressman Paul Rogers, not only 
because he has lent his name to a pro-chiropractic bill in the House, but 
because Congressman Rogers also is chairman of the Subcommittee on 
Public Health and Welfare of the International Foreign Commerce 
Committee of the House.” In this fashion Taylor, perhaps, would arouse 
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some sympathy in the Executive Vice-President of the Florida Medical 
Association and he, too, would take up the cause of influencing 
Representative Rogers. If not, at least Taylor saw to it that Parham had 
become aware of the situation, and this alone would arouse concern in him. 

In Texas, an inquisitive legislative aide wrote the Texas Medical 
Association regarding anti-chiropractic materials they had supplied 
Representative Raul Londoria, whom he had worked for during the 1971 
legislative session in Texas. 

In his July 13, 1971 letter, Mr. Brinkley L. Oxford wrote, “During the 
course of the legislature I became interested in the chiropractic profession 
since they were lobbying for HB (House Bill) 427 which was subsequently 
passed.”” He said that he had read the materials furnished by the Texas 
Medical Association, which he found very “enlightening.” He said, “If 
chiropractors are truly ‘fakes’ as your organization claims and as the 
evidence,” (the AMA anti-chiropractic propaganda), “points to then I am 
hopeful that we can lead the states of the Union in the future in forbidding 
their deceptive practices.” They really got to this guy. He continues, “I 
know of a number of representatives with whom I talked, who wanted to 
vote against HB 427 but they were afraid to do so.’ He pointed out the 
reason being that the chiropractors were very strong in their influence and 
that “they felt that physicians as a whole would not back them if they 
voted “NO” in re-election campaigns.” He said one representative from the 
Valley even voted “YES” despite the fact that he received some $300 in 
campaign contributions from TEXPAC (Texas medical associations Political 
Actions Committee). He added that, “His explanation was that your 
organization was too busy to check your records in 1972 to see how he 
voted.”” He ended with a request for help from the Texas Medical 
Association regarding this matter. 

In the July 26th reply to Oxford, the Director of Public Relations for the 
Texas Medical Association enclosed an AMA pamphlet full of propaganda 
and a reprint of an anti-chiropractic article. In his letter, Mr. Jon Hornaday 
informed the “enlightened” legislative aide that copies of his letter to the 
TMA were being sent to the General Counsel and the Executive Director of 
TEXPAC, in addition to sending a copy to Doyl Taylor. 

On the bottom of his note to Oxford, Mr. Hornaday addressed Taylor 
and said that he would appreciate his help in providing him with material to 
send to Mr. Oxford. He said that if Taylor could get the information to him, 
he would forward it to Mr. Oxford. 

The sequence of events, as they turned out, showed a two-fold purpose 
which would come about from all this correspondence. First, through 
Taylor’s assistance, the Texas legislature would be flooded with more 
misinformation, distributed by their new “enlightened” convert. Second, 
through TEXPAC, they probably would withdraw the $300 contribution in 
1972 for that legislator who voted “YES,” since that was a vote for the 
chiropractors and one against the TMA. 

The new member of the AMA’s flock also made it possible, and quite 
probable, that this un-named Representative from the Valley would also 
lose the backing of the physician votes in his next political campaign. As 
every politician knows, it is an uphill fight to win an election and a tougher 
one to stay in office. This is why the AMA chooses to employ “scare 
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rhetoric,” as Vice President Agnew once described, in their tactics to 
pressure politicians. 

In their massive campaign of spreading their misinformation across the 
political front, the AMA has used every piece of propaganda from their 
arsenal to influence legislators on both state and national fronts. They have 
sent to all members of Congress a letter bearing the names of 19 persons 
prominent in the health-care field saying they oppose chiropractic. They 
have distributed thousands, hundreds of thousands of copies of Ralph Lee 
Smith’s book, many of which were directed at influencing legislators. They 
distributed 500 copies of one of their pamphlets titled, “What they say 
about Chiropractic,” in the year from July 1, 1970-Jun 30, 1971. In this 
same period they sent out 50,000 copies of the Readers Digest article. 
Approximately 150,000 copies of one of their new pamphlets were printed 
for distribution. They sent out the AFL-CIO Fact Sheet on Chiropractic 
along with Dr. Wilbur’s paper which was presented at a health quackery 
conference to thousands of influential people in the country, including 
legislators. They even managed to get the Readers Digest article introduced 
into the Congressional Record, and then Taylor had 600 copies reprinted 
and sent to the AMA’s lobbyist, Harry Hinton, in Washington for 
distribution in the right areas. 

This propaganda campaign was being coupled with individual efforts of 
members of the AMA to exert pressure on politicians in other areas, most of 
which were persuasive letters full of anti-chiropractic propaganda. But not 
all the pressures applied came from just letter writing campaigns. On July 
11, 1971, in the city of New Orleans, a very special meeting took place 
between some distinguished members of the government and influencial 
members of the AMA. 

That evening, at the home of Mr. John Ormond, Senator Birch Bayh 
(D-Ind.), member of the powerful Senate Judiciary Committee, and his 
Special Assistant, Mr. Clarence Martin, met with the Chairman of the AMA 
Quackery Committee, Dr. Joseph Sabatier. 

Soon after flying back to Washington, D.C., Mr. Martin received a letter 
from Sabatier describing what had taken place at the meeting that night and 
how the Doctor felt about it all. He said that he was pleased to meet the 
Senator and his assistant, and said that he was having ‘“‘Doyl Taylor, 
Director for the Department of Investigation, AMA, send you authoritative 
information relative to the health hazard posed by chiropractic as it is 
currently taught and practiced.” He added, “I trust that the remainder of 
your stay in our moist city was as pleasant and, hopefully, as productive as 
it gave signs of being at the time of our meeting.” A small note was 
scratched on the xerox copy of this letter which indicated that the materials 
he mentioned Taylor would send, were sent out on July 13, 1971. 

On June 22, 1971, Dr. Edgar Beddingfield sent a letter to Senator Sam 
Ervin, a member of the Senate Juciciary Committee as well as Senate Armed 
Services Committee and Senate Government Operations Committee. He 
stated to the distinguished Democratic Senator from North Carolina that he 
disagreed with the Senator’s support of the chiropractors in Medicare and 
Medicaid. Using the letter head of the North Carolina Medical Society, the 
doctor, who was also the immediate past president of the AMA Council on 
Legislation and its Chairman in addition to being an alternate delegate to 
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the AMA’s House of Delegates, applied the pressure on Senator Ervin. He 
employed the same old tactics used by his masters in Chicago when he said, 
“On behalf of nearly four thousand medical doctors in our Society, I do 
most respectfully ask you to reconsider your position on inclusion of 
chiropractic in governmental programs.” 

Delighted with Dr. Beddingfield’s letter, William Monaghan sent off a 
congratulations letter on behalf of Commissar Taylor on the second of July, 
1971. He stated that they were all very pleased and that he and Taylor were 
going to bring the letter to the attention of the Committee on Quackery 
members. 

Such pressure tactics have been rampant among the anti-chiropractic 
AMA members in their letters to Senators and Congressman. When such 
letters are written they most often-end up in Taylor’s political files and are 
usually presented before the Committee during their meetings as a fine 
example of the work their colleagues are doing on the political front in the 
war on chiropractic. 

Another such letter, written by Dr. Stephen Barrett of Allentown, 
Pennsylvania, was sent to Mr. Thomas Vail, Staff Director of the Senate 
Finance Committee General Counsel in Washington, D.C. In his July 1, 
1971, letter the Chairman of the Lehigh Valley Committee Against Health 
Fraud, Inc., blathered out the standard propaganda line on chiropractors 
calling for exclusion from Medicare. He said that his organization believes 
that such inclusion would not be in the public’s interest. “‘We believe,” he 
added, “‘that chiropractic presents a threat to quality health care and that its 
inclusion in Medicare would be an unfair tax burden.” (Not to mention that 
those services would take away a sizeable income from the medical 
practitioners in the country.) 

In his letter to Mr. Vail, he offered to go to Washington to testify before 
the Senate Finance Committee to prove his case against chiropractors. He 
listed as some of the evidence he would bring with him if he were asked to 
testify, the results of his organization’s investigation into chiropractic use of 
X-rays and that they had scientific proof that this was not legitimate. He 
offered as evidence a tape recorded talk with a chiropractic official which he 
felt was most revealing as to how expensive chiropractic Medicare coverage 
would really be. 

In addition to all of this “scientific evidence,” he said he would present 
unpublished reports from insurance plans and insurance companies which 
demonstrate widespread claim abuse by chiropractic. This no doubt came 
from his “investigation,” or perhaps from the medical spy in the state of 
Michigan who had access to chiropractic claims for payment under that 
state’s insurance plan. Or he could have gotten this “unpublished” 
information from the American Health Systems, Inc., who had 
computerized files on chiropractic claims in Southern California and were 
making this privied information available to the AMA master spies. At any 
rate, this letter was received by Taylor from Dr. Sabatier and he in turn sent 
it to Dr. Ernest Howard, Executive Vice-President, and to the Pennsylvania 
Medical Society. 

Senator Mike Gravel (D-Alaska) wrote Mr. Howard Lee Cook, Jr., an 
AMA Staff member living in Rockville, Md., not too far from the new FDA 
headquarters, explaining why he cosponsored the chiropractic inclusion in 
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Medicare. His June 25, 1971 letter was most amusing as to the excuse the 
Senator gave Mr. Cook for co-sponsoring the amendment. “I am 
embarrassed,” he said; “Although I had joined as a cosponsor of the 
chiropractor amendment last year,” he added, “(you know my hang-up with 
chiropractors since I was a high school student) I did not learn of my 
cosponsorship again this year until it was done.” 

This revealing letter disclosed that while the AMA influence peddler was 
busy with the Senator, entertaining him, the progressive wheels of 
government were busily grinding away. The irony of it was that while the 
AMA was trying to influence the Senator regarding his vote against. 
chiropractors, the Senator’s capable staff had submitted the Senator’s name 
as a cosponsor of the chiropractic amendment. The Senator said in his 
letter, “Strangely enough while you and I were enjoying the baseball game, 
we were both oblivious to the fact that my efficient staff automatically put 
me down as a cosponsor again this year. I am sorry,” he added, ‘“‘we didn’t 
get to discuss this, Howard. In view of my work on the draft and being tied 
up on the floor all day, the staff inadvertently didn’t discuss the matter with 
me, therefore I wasn’t able to tell you.” 

Whether coincidence or not, this was one the AMA had botched up. As 
for the Senator, well, he was a politician in the truest form. His cleverly 
worded letter probably saved him from losing AMPAC political and 
financial support in his next senatorial campaign. 

The AMA’s political influence through their letter writing campaign 
continued. Dr. Charles Bunch of North Carolina sent letters to his senators 
and congressman protesting chiropractic inclusion in Medicare. In addition, 
he sent the merchants’ of misinformation anti-chiropractic propaganda. 

In his July 19, 1971 reply to the doctor, Senator B. Everett Jordan wrote 
his thanks for the materials that the doctor had sent. He said that he had 
been getting considerable mail in response to the article which the doctor 
had sent him, he added, both pro and con. He pointed out that although he 
was not a member of the Senate Finance Committee, which would be 
handling the chiropractic issue, he expected the issue to come before the 
full Senate about mid-fall of 1971. 

Another Senator who was a recipient of the AMA’s misinformation sent 
by Dr. Bunch was Senator Sam Ervin. Less than one month after receiving a 
letter from Dr. Beddingfield, he got another masterpiece of manufactured 
propaganda. In his July 16, 1971 reply to Dr. Bunch, the Senator thanked 
him for the reprint from the Readers Digest, made available through the 
AMA’s distribution and printing facilities. The Senator added that he felt 
and believed that people who are entitled to Medicare or Medicaid benefits 
should have the right to select the services of a chiropractor. Apparently Dr. 
Beddingfield’s statements concerning the chiropractic “Freedom of choice”’ 
argument was not very well expressed in his letter to Senator Sam Ervin and 
had little or no effect on the legislator as witnessed in his letter to Dr. 
Bunch. 

In his continuing drive to influence legislators, Dr. Bunch wrote his 
congressman regarding the same issue, and sending along the same 
propaganda he sent to the two Senators. In his July 16, 1971, reply to Dr. 
Bunch, Congressman L. H. Fountain (D-N.C.), member of the House 
Foreign Affairs and the House Government Operations Committees, said 
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very briefly, “Thanks for your letter enclosing the article on chiropractors. I 
shall read it with interest, with best wishes, I am,” so on and so forth. The 
doctor may have gotten the standard political “brush-off,” but he did 
accomplish part of his mission, and that was to get the misinformation into 
the congressman’s hands. 

On the more personal level, and a more direct one, Whalen Strobhar, 
Public Affairs Director of AMA, sent a memo to his subordinate, Harry 
Hinton in Washington, D.C. In the July 1, 1971 memo he told Hinton that 
Leo Brown, Assistant to the AMA Executive Vice President, had visited 
with Jerry Pettis (the memo did not say how he represented), in Atlantic 
City, New Jersey and that Pettis was reported to have been eager to assist 
the AMA with Wilbur Mills re: Medicredit. 

This was the AMA’s answer to Medicare and the reason Senator Kennedy 
attacked them as being archaic. This was just another way the AMA was 
hitting at the House Ways and Means Committee Chairman in their efforts 
to apply some political persuasion and align this legislator on their side. 

The AMA’s influence has, indeed, had its impact on the political world. 
Setting chiropractic back by cutting down their supporters, and at the same 
time introducing their own legislation which would eventually eliminate 
chiropractic on all levels, is evidence of their successful campaign in their 
war against chiropractors. Pushing their propaganda, misinformation and 
misrepresented data into this country’s legislative halls was done with no 
scruples for the little guy, the senior citizens, students and health-care 
recipients of all walks of life in this country. Not to mention, based on the 
evidence presented in this book, their illegal activities in peddling their 
misinformation in the halls of both houses of Congress. All of this in 
addition in insulting the integrity and intelligence of all legislative leaders 
and lawmakers in the country. Conclusive of the documents quoted in this, 
and previous chapters, the medico-politico-intelligence complex at the AMA 
has earned the title of “doctors of infamy.” 

During the regular session for 1966, in Louisiana, a concurrent resolution 
was passed, establishing a joint committee whose purpose it was to study 
the practice of chiropractic and to advise the legislature regarding the 
practice of chiropractic as it related to health-care services in Louisiana. 

The physician member of that committee was none other than Dr. 
Joseph Sabatier, member of the AMA Quackery Committee and later its 
Chairman. This, then, is the groundwork which led to this Committee 
member’s misuse of his appointed position as a member of the Study 
Committee of the Louisiana Legislature. 

If the future of chiropractic in Louisiana rested on the findings and 
recommendations of Dr. Sabatier’s ‘‘study,” it was doomed from the start. 
As this was basically a political issue, it was certain that the doctor’s 
political allegiance to his peers in Chicago would have a great influence on 
his findings in this chiropractic study. 

The Committee member’s constrictedly narrow attitudes toward 
chiropractors would also prevent him from ever viewing chiropractic in a 
truly objective way. His anti-chiropractic impulses would undoubtedly 
express themselves in his report to the legislature. 

The doctor’s blind reverence to his Committee’s goal of eliminating 
chiropractic through legislation would be a big contributing factor in 
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delivering an effective blow to their enemy, chiropractic, in Louisiana. 

At the Committee’s September 9, 1966 meeting, Dr. Sabatier reported 
that the investigation would turn up items that could prove helpful to state 
medical societies. 

A year later, on September 15th, Dr. Sabatier informed the Committee 
at its meeting in their AMA Headquarter’s building, “that as a member of 
the investigating committee created by the Louisiana Legislature he will 
attempt to gather as much informational material as possible from 
chiropractic schools and the two associations.” His statement to his peers is 
clear cut evidence that he, in his capacity as a member of the Louisiana 
Study Commission, was planning to misuse that position to further the 
Committee's goal of climinating chiropractic. 

In a memo dated September 21. 1967, sent to Taylor from Monaghan, he 
outlined some points which Dr. Sabatier made which he felt would be very 
useful to the Committee. Monaghan told Taylor that in his capacity as a 
member of the Louisiana Study Commission, Dr. Sabatier has conducted 
extensive correspondence with various leaders of both national chiropractic 
associations. The Committee thoroughly reviewed this matter and they 
agreed that Dr. Sabatier should continue such correspondence. It was 
pointed out that the questions he was asking of the chiropractors in his 
letters were so worded that if the chiropractors answered them, it “leaves 
them in vulnerable positions of either refusing to cooperate, which would be 
harmful to them, or the turning over of information to him, which also 
would be harmful to them.” 

Considering how the Committee was so proficient at taking a piece of 
simple data and turning it into a lie called “scientific evidence,’ anything 
that the chiropractors would write to Sabatier could be used against them. 
For instance, the chiropractor could possibly write Dr. Sabatier and tell him 
that in the normal performance of their duties they employ the use of X-ray 
equipment. This then could be tumed into: the chiropractors are misusing 
X-ray equipment because they lack the necessary training and scientific 
knowledge to use this equipment. Taking this, they could call for anti-X-ray 
laws which would provide that specialized training be required for the 
operation of X-ray equipment. 

Continuing with Monaghan’s memo to Taylor, he said, “So far Dr. 
Sabatier has obtained a wealth of valuable information that will be quite 
useful in any future study of chiropractic either on a state or national 
level.” 

Dr. Sabatier had reported to the Committee on his attendance at the 
1967 Annual Convention of the American Chiropractic Association, the 
1967 Annual Convention of the International Chiropractic Association, the 
1967 Palmer College of Chiropractic Homecoming, and he reviewed official 
chiropractic reports obtained by him on these trips. 

At the May 10, 1968 meeting, Sabatier gave a detailed account of his 
adventurous tour of their enemy’s camp at the National College of’ 
Chiropractic and the Palmer College of Chiropractic. Going there as a 
member of the investigating committee of the Louisiana legislature (neither 
school was in Louisiana), the Committee on Quackery was told that a 
subsequent report would be made by this committee. 

On August 1, 1968, Dr. Sabatier wrote to Dr. John W. Cashman, 
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Assistant Surgeon General, Director, Division of Medical Care 
Administration of the Bureau of Health Services, Department of HEW, 
Public Health Service. This was the department of the government that was 
conducting a study into chiropractic for the 90th Congress. Using the 
Louisiana State Medical Society letterhead, he described how he was a 
member of the Louisiana State Legislature’s Study Committee conducting a 
study into chiropractic, avoiding at the same time, to tell Dr. Cashman that 
he was also a member of the infamous anti-chiropractic Committee on 
Quackery, which would have revealed his prejudice and thus would have 
taken away the “objective flavor” of his “authoritative” and informative 
letter. He volunteered obviously slanted opinions of his site visits of the 
National College of Chiropractic in Lombard, Illinois, and the Palmer 
College of Chiropractic in Davenport, Iowa, on April 28-29, 1968. He told 
the HEW official that this information was furnished as additional material 
for his files. 

This was in addition to the propaganda and misinformation that Taylor 
had already seeped into the hands of the consultants and HEW officials who 
were supposedly conducting an “independent and objective’’ study of the 
merits of chiropractic services as a qualified health-care provider. 

Dr. Sabatier submitted to Dr. Cashman that if he felt that added data of 
a documentary nature might be desirable for the HEW study on the status 
of chiropractic, he said “‘please do not hesitate to call upon me.” 

In his capacity as a member of the committee appointed by the 
Louisiana Legislature, Dr. Sabatier has demonstrated the misuse of that 
appointed position which was undoubtedly heightened by his 
anti-chiropractic fervor as a member of the Committee on Quackery. His 
fervor is only exceeded by that of Doyl Taylor’s unreasoning devotion to 
combat chiropractors on all fronts, and the Committee’s fetish to eliminate 
chiropractic altogether. 
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Documentation 


19 EXEMPT ORGANZA Uwe 


Where the firat cnrporatinn purchased a 
plant, and therenf{ter the atocxholdera organized 
nN second corporation, ta which the plant was 
deeded, and which, tn turn. lensed the plant 
to the firat corporation, the second curpo- 
ration war used simply to hold legal thle to 
the operating plant tn accumulate the rentals 
collected from the first corpuration for the 
personal Lenefit of the atockholders and to 
reduce the income of the first corporation: 
therefore, the collector of internal revenue 
Properly disallowed the frat corporation's rent- 
Al payments to the second corporation and 
Properly added such rental payments to the 
first corporation's ineame for incame tax pur- 
poses, cambining the income af both corpors- 
ions. Alpha Tank & Sheet Metal Mfc. Co. v. 
U. &.. 126 CtCls 878, 110 FSupp 721. 


SUBCHAPTER F—EXEMPT ORGANI- 
ZATIONS 


PART I—GENERAL RULE 


501. Exemption From Tax on Corpora- 
tions, Certain Trusts, Organiza- 
tions, and Associations. 

(2) Exemption from taxation.—An 


organization deseribed In subsectlon (c) 
or (d) or section 401 (a) shall be exempt 
from taxation under this subtitle (4§ l- 
1552 of this title} unless such exemption 
ls denied under section 502, 503, or 504. 


(b) Tax on unrelated business in- 
come.—An organization exempt from 
taxation under subsection (a) shall be 
subject to tax to the extent provided 
in part II of this subchapter ($4 511-515 
of this title) (relating to tax on unre- 
lated income), but, notwithstanding 
part IT ($$ 511-515 of this title), shall be 
considered an organization exempt from 
income taxes for the purpose of any law 
which refers to organizations exempt 
from income taxes. 


(q) List of exempt organizations. — 
The following organizations are referred 
to in subsection (a): 

(1) Corporations organized under Act 
of Congress, if such corporations are in- 
strumentalities of the United States and 
if, under such Act. as amended and sup- 
plemented, such corporations are exempt 
from Federal income taxes. 

(2) Corporations organized for the 
exclusive purpose of holding title to 
property, collecting Income therefram. 
and turning over the cntire amount 
thereof, less expenses, to an organiza- 
tion which Itself is exempt under this 


section. 
(3) Corporations, and any community 
chest, fund,’ or foundation, organized 


and operated exclusively for religious, 
charitable, scientific, testing for public 
safety, literary, or educational purposes, 
or for the prevention of cruelty to chil- 
dren or animals, no part of the net earn- 
Ings of which inures to the benefit of 
any private shareholder or individual. 
no substantial part of the activities of 
which ts carrying on prcpaganda, or 
otherwise attempting, to Influence legis- 
lation, and which does not participate 


+ tbe atl, 


In, or intervene in (including the pub- 
lishing or distributing of statemcnts), 
any ‘political campaign on behalf of any 
candidate for public oMec. 

(4) Civic leagucs or organizations not 
organized for per but operated ex- 
clusively for the promotion of social 
welfare, or local associations of cmploy- 
ces, the membership of which Is limited 
to the employces of a designated person 
or A in a partleular municipality, 
and the net carnings of whieh arc de- 
voted exctusively to charitable, educas 
tlonal, or recreationn) purposes. 

(51 Labor, agricultural, or horlicul- 
tural organizations. 

(6) Business leagues, chambers of 
commerce, real-estate boards, or boards 
of trade, not organized for profit and no 
part of the net carnings of which inures 
to the benclit of any private shareholder 
or Individual. 

(7) Clubs organized and operated ex- 
clusively for pleasure, recreation, and 
other nonprofitable purposes, no part of 
the net earnings of which inures to the 
benefit of any private sharcholder. 

(8) Fraternal beneficiary societies, 
orders, or assoclatlons— 

(A) operating under the lodge system 
or for the exclusive benefit of the mcm- 
bers of a fraternity itself operating 
under the lodze system, ard 

(B) providing for the payment of life, 
sick, accident, or other benefits to the 
membcrs of such society, order, or asso- 
ciation or thelr dependents. 

(9) Voluntary employccs’ beneficlary 
associations providing for the payment 
of life, sick, accident, or other bencfits 
to the members of such association or 
thelr dependents, if— 

(A) no part of their net earnings 
inures (other than through such pay- 
ments) to the benefit of any private 
sharcholder or individual, and 

(B) 85 percent or more of the income 
consists of amounts coliccted from mem- 
bers and amounts contributed to the 
assoclation by the employer of the mem- 
bers for the sole purpose of making such 
payments and meeting expenses. 

(10) Voluntary employees’ beneficiary 
associations providing for the payment 
of life, sick, aceldent, or other benefits 
to the members of such association or 
thelr dependents or thelr designated 
beneficiaries, 1f— 

(A) admission to membership In such 
association Is Ilmited to Individuals who 
are officers or employees of the United 
States Government, and 

(B) no part of the net earnings of 
such association inures (other than 
through such payments) to the benefit 
of any private shareholder or individual. 

(11) Teachers’ retirement fund asso- 
clations of a purely local character, if— 

(A) no part of their net earings 
inures (other than through payment of 
retirement benefits) to the benefit of 
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4MA Headquarters September 25, 1967 
Chicago, Illinois 9:00 a.m. 


CGMAITIEE MEMBERS PRUSENT: 


Joseph A. Sabatier, Jz., M.D., New Orleans, Louisiana (Chairmaa) 
Renry I. Fineoderg, .D., New York, New York 

Joseph P, O'Connor, M.D., Passdena, California 

Frederick 2. Scroggin, M.D., Dry Ricge, Kentucky 

John G. Thomsen, X.D., Des Moines, Iowa 

AMA STAFF @RESENT: 

3%. Doyl Taylor, Department of Investigation 

Oliver Field, Department of Investigation 


William J. Konighan, Department of Investigation 


Robert A. Yuungerrzan, Department of Investigation (Secretary) 
Jcck Browu, Field Service 


Diane Jucobs, Departxent of Investigation (Recorder, 
Hita Scholz, Departnmaxct of Investigation (Recorder) 

J. INTAODUCTORY RE-ARKS BY CHAIRMAN ~— Dr. Sabatier inZosnea 
the Comittee shat ss a member of the investigating cornittee created 
by the Louisiana Legislature he will attempt to gather as puch informa- 
tional mater{fal as poss‘ble from chiropractic schools and tho two asso- 
ciations, He informed the Connittee of legal action being taken against 
s4x chiropractors in Louisiana. He also reported that press relations 


in Louisiana on this issuo has been excellent. 


&. MINUTES OF LAST MEETING -- The Minutes of the last meeting, 


oa tay 5, 1967, wero approved unanimously. 
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TO: Richurd G. Laytoa, Director 
Dopartaonat of Field Service 


FROM: ‘HN. Doyl.Ynylor, Director 
Departnont.of Inavostisation 


DATE: July -9,.1971 


ee on we cen ts or rae Oe ee as a en ene nn tg we 0 wre wee a Ee a re ee ee ee ee 


Asteched are 15 copies of an undated lict of meabero of Congress vho 
have lent thoir nenes to pro-chiroyrectic bills. I assume you wiil 
want to cupply those lists to your ficld nen so that thay ean lator 
troiy states. 


att. 

ce: J. D. MSllor 
W. Strobhar 
U. Potorson 
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MEMORANDUM YUN 39 197) 
peetesitt Ge 
TO: H. Doyl Taylor MUST Shrign 
FROM: Roy S. Bredéex 
DATE: June 18, 1971 


SUBJECT: Chiropractic bills introduced as of June 16, 1971 jixe: 


Alaska tll. 
H.R. 7682 Begich (D) H.R. 573 Annunzio (D) 
1072 Pucinsxi (D) 
Calif. 3230 Anderson (R) 
4552 Gxay - (5) 
H.R. 1179 Teague (f 4607 Price (D) 
3131 Johnson (D) 4952 Findley (R) 
3330 Roybal (D) 
3875 Waldie (D) Ind. 
4104 Corman (D) 
Hawkins (D) H.R. 198 Jacobs (D) 
Rees (D) 
Sisk (D) Md. 
Van Deerlin {D) iaeaiaae 
Anderson (D) H.R. 149 Garmatz (D) 
4581 Leggett (D) 
4843 Hanna (D) Mass. 
45849 Holifiele (D) 
5269 Schmitz (R) H.R. 7780 Hicks (D) 
6014 Edwards (D) 
Mich. 
Conn. 
H.R. 8275 Diggs {D) 
H.R. 4550 Giaimo (D) 
4936 Cotter (D) Minn. 
7816 McKinney (R) 
H.R. 3974 Karthe’ (D.P.L.) 
Fla. 4339 Blatnick (D.F.L.) 
*S. 537 Huinphrey (D.F.L.) 
H.R. 1159 Sikes (D) 
3601 Bennett (D) Mo. 
5525 Rogers (D) ae 
6382 Haley (D) H.R. 1515 Randall (BD) 
7835 Burlison (D) 
Hawaii 


H.R. 3573 Mink (D) 
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N.C. R.I. 
RULER. 9169 Preyer (D) H.R. 4168 St. Germain (D) 
N.H. &.Car. 
eX os. 537 McIntyre (D) H.R. 3297 McMillan (D) 
N.J. S. Dak. 
H.R. 3268 Daniels (D) H.R. 5327 Abourezk (D) 
4117 Gallagher (D) 
4273 Widnall (R) Tex. 
6052 Patten (D) 
6309 Roe (D) H.R. 7677 Wright (D) 
6430 Helstoski (D) 
Vt. 
N. Mex. 
H.R. 3514 stafford (R) 
S. 537 Anderson (D) 
Wash. 
N.Y. 
H.R. 2479 Hicks (D) 
H.R. 993 Podell (D) 8253 Meeds (D) 
13.47 Scheuer (D) 
4507,7331 Biaggi (D) Wisc. 
4696 Brasco (D) 
5738 Delaney (D) H.R. 2193 O'Konski (R) 
7815 Lent (R) 
8078 Biaggi (D) 
8420 Halpern (R) 
N. Dak. 
S. 537 Burdick (D) 
Ohio *Orally reported by Senate 
Comnittee staff as co- 
H.R. 1249,6512 Carney (D) sponsors to S. 537. 
6144 Hays (D) 
Oregon 
H.R. 5213 Green (D; 
Penn. 
H.R. 3248 Clark (D) 
7836 Dent (D) RSB;jr 
8582 Whalley (R) 
% % 8768 Biester (R) 


wz 8788 Coughlin (R) 
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6% y e ni. K % 
TO: Dick Layton WV iP gh Gy” Ky x4 


FRO: Ken Bugan cP fe ~Y “\° Sh 6 

DAYE: May 7, 1971 Cg a" , 
N 

SUBJECT: Legislative Project IV-71 h 4 i 


Dick, your IVWX dated 4-23-71 refers to the above wentioned project. 
In checking through my filed I find that a meno to you dated 2-16-71 
dealt with Lesislative Project 1-71. This project involved 
xequesting our statcs to send letters to their representatives in 
Congress regarding our opposition to payment for’ chiropractic 
serviccs undor any governacntal progren. 


In my areca Delavaro and Mew Jerecy have complied with out request. 


Kew York hao not as yet.sent any lettors out but will do so in the 
near future. 


You had enother request regarding chiropractors that asked us to have 
our states with weabors on tne Mouse Ways and ifeane Connitrce contact 
their Congresspen during the Casccr recess. In ny area oly New York 
has menbers on the Comittee. I can report that they were not _ 
contacted during the Fester recess, but I was assured by Nartin Trecey 
on April 28 tiac Congressmen Carey and Conable would be'conutacted. 
Upon my return from Cniczgo I fourd that tia ESS:T¥Y cent relegrans and 
lotters to born Carey and Conckhle and I have attiehed then for your 
faformation. In adlitivun’a Brooklya physician sypke to Carey. Also, 
the Mearoc County Medical Society will follow up on Corable axl a 


Dr. George Collics from Erie County is related to Carcy znd will speak: 
to hin. 


Hope this is tha informarton you wanted. 


XC3: pg 
Attachrent 
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Martin J. Tracoy 
Medical Socioty of the State of New York 
750 Third Avenuc, Now York, N. Y. 10017 
y Telephones (212) 956-5757 


“" . Ln Bee F/ 
Cie hat awe, 


02 P2bogions 
Lie Len, do Cog 
(ile iar 


Botelg 
Ae Ly) aril Ze ag 


eon Ande, Bae. <aZon 


— Nitice Cern Chews 
€. 


#- ¥; auf 
% ae ee iil pee 
Le sragrE rls og hab 
= otey wet Spe vv Asn 


FRANI*A MORTON COM ede oe 


UB PUPmC acres GOVZANIMINE OPSNATION. 
Bove Cuaseice or ow Vous: puccescarnics 


Alara Oerrrtesed 
O28 Careien bese Oren’ Deed 


ara) is we? GMentharn Lo .0syheg, Pensics Co zane 
te LUNG LAL Bf y2 PETE AY Eseiites SELECT COMMITTEE. ON SMS 
BUSINES 
STP: Loic ~ “ B Wr 
lar pensu Geen ZOOUSS of Reveesartalioor Sas 
Pos. sara, Pin Vers 14616 ahs ea wis as a ; 
16) 858-0909, Ber, 1338 Glasni Hgto, 3 &. 20515 Govern ta peu oenat 


May 10 


19 72 RECEIVED 
MAY 17 / 
Charles D. Sherman, Jr., M.D. 
Clinical Professor of Svrceery Si at: NG Sere" ise See Stet 
University of Rochester ae A nec ty 
Medicel Center RG oined Fs 
260 Crittencen Boulevard finZz Ap 


a4 
Rochestar, New-York 14620 7. y} , 
fs 4 7 - 
CA eles a oe aid 2 IT S- 3 


Dear Dr. Sherman: Clan 


Thank you for taking the time to send me a copy of your 
letter to Representative Rogers on the inclusion of 
chiropractors under Medicare. 


I am generally in favor of those measures which will 

increase the health benefits accorded to ouz senior 

citizens under Medi.care coverage. My own efforts have 

becn directed at increasing these benefits and oressing 

for neccGed programs and services. However, I an ooking 
forward to receiving more cormsents from both the professional 


and elcerly citizens before I make any final evaluation on 
this biil. 


You can be sure that I value your experienced ccmments and 
will remnamber then when this issue is brovcht before the full 
House fos celinaration. 


Again, thenk you for snaring vour letter to Representativo 
Rocers with me. 


With kindest personal regards, I am 


Sincerely, 
-i - 7 r e 
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AULHAND B. BOFEE, CHILO CLEMd AnD tvarr giaccrea SR MMUTES OM PUBLIC WORKS 


7d. BUTYL TY, Jt., ADL ETAT CruCe Cogan 
Cie aerial ence WASHINGTON, D.C. 20810 


June 25, 1971 io 


Mr. Howard Lee Cook, Jr. 
Assistant Director 

American Medical Association 
1776 K Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20006 


Dear Howard: 


I am embarrassed. Although I had joined as a 
cosponsor of the chiropractor amendment last year (you 
know my hang-up with chiropractors since I was a hign 
school student) I did not learn of my cosponsorship 
again this year until after it was done. 


Strangely enough While you and I were enjoying the a 
baseball game we wexe both oblivious to the fact that my Opi, 
efficient staff automatically put me down as a cosponsor: 
again this year. 


I am sorry we didn't get to discuss this, Howard. 
In view.of my work on the draft and being tied up on the 
floor all day, the staff inadvertently didn't discuss the 
matter with me, therefore I wasn't able to tell you. 


Sincerely, 


Mike Gravel 
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TO: Harry R. Hinton bet, °2 195, 
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FROK: Whalen M. Strobhar Mes rag OF 
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DATE: July 1, 1971 


FOS OF 8S © 8 OF OS OS OS OS OO OS OO OS OS OF BOSSES SSC SSOS SESS SSSZ AR OETOHCZSCCe 


This ts to relterate for our files several action items discussseo 
during my visit this week. 


“iy Introduction Into Congressional Record of the Reader's 


Digest article regarding Chiropractic. DOoy] Taylor 
is forwarding 600 reprints for your use. 


(2) Tom Points discussed with me his desire to continue 
with HEW on a consultant status for the remainder 
of this year. He has been working on HMOs and 
would like to continue. 


(3) Leo Brown reports from a visit with Jerry Pettis 
at Atlantic City that Jerry Is eager to assist us 
with Wilbur Mills re Medicredit. 


(4) Not discussed, but transmitted here, Is background 
information on an upcoming Legistative Counsel 
Workshop, July 28-30, Sheraton Park: Hotel, sponsored 
by the Practising Law Institute. Please. let me 
know If you plan to send anyone. 


Thanks. 


WMS: rw 

Attachsent 

cc: Leo E. Brown 
Richard G. Layton 
Joe D. Hiller 
Doy! Taylor 


MEMORANDU YS 


TO; Fred Spillman 


FROM: H. Doyl Taylor, Esq., Director 
Department cz Investigation 


DATE: July 2, 1968 


Attached are photocopics of a wailer being distributed by the 
International Chiropractors Association, 


You will note in the mailer that the IC4 says it will set up 
headquarters "in the AMA Congress Hotel” at tho time of the Quackery 
Congress. AS we discussed Monday, I bolicve avery effort should o2 
made to prevent the ICA fron sotting up shop in eithey the Drake or the 
Knickerbocker Hotel, 


The other national chiropractic association known as the 
American Chiropractic Association may atte=pt to do the samc thing. The 
Drake and the Knickerbocker should be advised of this possibility also. 


You already have a memo about the probability of the National 
Health Federation attempting to sct up a congress on medical nonopoly in 
Opposition to tho Quackery Congress. 


3 would appreciate your keeping me advised of daevelopgcents ia 
this areca. 


Attachments 


AMERICAN MEDICAL ASSOCIATION 
535, NORTH DEARBORN SvREET ¢ CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 66610 » PHONE (312) 527-2500 © TVX 530-221-0300 


t21SITTIZE GN QUACKERY 
Sirs FABATIEA, MO, July 12, 1971 
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Clarence Martin 
Special Assistant to 

U.S. Senator Birch Bayh 
1225 Ninetcenth Street, N. W. 
Washington, D.C. 


Dear Mr. Martin: 
it was my pleasure to mect with you and with Senator Bayh last evening ju / q Cc 


the home of John Ormond, 


7 i 


€ ‘ I am requesting that Mr. Doyl Taylor, Director, Department of investigation, 


bial 7; AMA, sené you authoritative information relative to the health hazard posed 
i” « by chiropractic as it is currently taught and practiced. 
> 


I trust that the remainder of your stay in our moist city was as pleasant and, 
hopefully,.as productive as it gave signs of being at the time of our mecting. 


Cordially, 


J. A. Sabatier, Jr., M.D. 

2714 Canal Street, Suite 401 

New Orleans, Louisiana 70119 
JASjrie¢ 


ec: 'H. Doyl Taylor 


HEMORAUDUL 


50: Boynard D, Hirsh, 8sq., Director 
Low Division 
Frcs: H. Dovl Taylor, £52., Diractoz 


Doparizceat of Investicatiion 
DATs: Soptorser 35, 1937 


SueTzCTs eating of Cornittea oa Quackary, Senterbor 15 


In tho hors that 1% will bo helpful, and to sunplenent tho conz 
of the Sxolotes rosda teat was Susaivnod you ir advanca of the roatins, 
this meno Sets ont some of the cajer problens cl chizonractic aud tra 
taining of tha cerrittoo. 


Coironractic coveraze under rodicars-~Tio committe? was bolefod 
cenmpletaly ecu ANS cetivities at tho sins the Meuse Ways and sfsana Cosa:tctua 
wes conzidaving saimonractic insiusion. Particular erpaasis was placad on 
‘Sacsios Iii of ih 22030, as aduvtod bz tha Keuge, * Tuis, as you imev, is 
tha sestton eallics Lor an Tov stusz of "cawtain elditiszal sarvice3s." 
First, tha importance of tha cSl27 study wa3 oxplorad eud unsoizcously 
endorsad b7 the co.ciittes, T::2 tczortansce of kcopiuy tho caction in the 
bili on Ziasl adoption (a2tur Sscate actior) was stvosaod, Tho chrimvan 
Volunizeso3 $9 sursua costain Sersta end ii! possiviiities to this ead. 


Ff Scetion 141 sto72o in the dill, xt w25 asrecd shat tte 
ehivogzractic suxvv3z7 proteso! asranced by Stazford Raseareh Institute (ot 
the £OA's saguest and expens32) ko Dbrousit to tha sttontioan cf En! ss a 
possidbls susvey voiicls. ais will ba doze both by Stanford Sosearcn asd 
by tha Gsackery Cozmittee Cusin-an asd ctczZ. 


The Comilttes ves unasiancus in tho opinion tat any objactive 
cusvoy cada of chircazsctic at this tina ould resuls in cs nayative rovers 
by the sovosmmaus. Tue Coscuttes also amrussad the opiaioa tint this 
would ba ti:0 geaatest sinsle assist pszsivle co redicing in divs ocucatiens1 
Prorran on cndisegrecstic in sazeral and spasizically yould ceko it possisl? 
Zor states te actively Sauk to rescind chiscazaccic licarsiny lav§. 


Esivonractie coverage fa state exstling statutes “endear Tltla 19 
Niso waa discuss34 extorszivily, narticvltriz tia iettss 2oon Dr. Joha Farlaz. 
4 sdvinsd tha cenritto 02 dissisaiers I &22 bed wits Bernard B. Eprriszos 
concesuing tis matter aid its Srslusiou on bie csunda gor the Aticnta 
Satias of ths Council on Layislativa Axtiviti7s, yas Corosttes exntorsed 
fe vocernentation tat the Counes?2 on Zosislative Astivisies andorsa 
Re, Pariay's prescsa2, Lut that femlemensation bo Lined to pesrit the 
B&vausthostes of maticice’s staat dz tie psvreasd soverzngats! sutye7 oF 
Cxlsunczactia, 


Borcsrd D. Hirsh “2- Septcnber 25, 1967 


Chiropractic efforts to obtain accreditation for their schools 

fron tho U.S, Office of Zducatloo--The Comsittee sereod this is one of 

the pajor sreao of effort by chiropractic thst cust be onposed, At prosent, 
it wos screed, it docs not appoar possible for the two factions of 
ebSropractic to present tho unified front necessary os a prelininary to 
accreditation, the Comaittes sporoved continued starz liaison throu sh 
the AA Washington Office with tzo U.S, Cifice of Educat:on and endorsed 
expangion of these cfforis, includirg establisi:= 


azont throu;h tho Washinytoa 
office of diroct stafz contact with the U.S. Offico of Education. 


State Wedical Society Activity--Tho Committee agreed that the 
possible soveraucatal study of chiropractic is the key to open rajor 
activity in this field, but felt txst action sheuld be tazen nov to 
counteract the ccntinuous losislative activity of chiropractic at theo 
gtato level, Tho Comsittes ondorscd an inzorssl caeting planned by starz 
with exccutive sacretasies of key state ecdics. sociaties at ths clinics? 
eoavoution fa Hesston. Corrsittoe Cuairzan Sabatier aad Meabers Fincbers 
and O'Connor vould bo in Nouston for the coavention and could attend such 
anecting, Staff vould prepara in advance Severe] types of restrictivo 
legislation that could bo suszested to tha stato exocutives a3 possibilitius 
for introduction in tha coning leciszlative sessions. Stcte medical 
societics in recert yaars hava spont much tice enc effort attesting te 
corhat chiropractic legislative atterots. Legislation introduced by 
tedicine to restrict chiropractic, i.e., the unvarrantcd and in ro3t cascr 
ancoatrolled’ use of X-rays by chiropractors, soule sarva to put chironractic 
on tho defensive. Several states also are attozisting to gct lesislativo 
&pyroval for state investigations of chiropractic. 


Fourth Natiorszl Conyres3 on Health Quackery, Octobe> 2,3, 1953-- 
The Cozsittes recomanded that tke rood and Dsuy Adeinis<ration be s0uzht 
8S & co-osonjor of the censra33. Failics this, thy Comittce recosnendod 
that staff again atte=pt to obtain the Nations] Health Council 23 co-3z0n30r, 
Catronrsctic will Se oa tho aseada of the Guackery Censress. This is a 
condition that cust te sselicd cur to Sn7 azency or group sousht fo> 
Co-sgorsossiip,. The lllinois State S::¢tcal Society aad the Chicaso Medical 
EBociety also will Ee azx%ed to join 23 Sponsors in sore fora. 


Next Mesting of Quackerz7 Co=alttec -Chaisecn Sabatier reauested 
that tho noxt nzeting be rid January 12, 4253, at Now Orleans, Louisiana: 


This waa soproved by tha Commi:zsaa. Chairras Sabatier voluatoerad bis 
Gerslets {0 caklng arsatze2saAtu. 
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Efforts have commenced to establish a working relationship 
with members of the Federation of Scate Medical Examining Boards 
especially in regard to a more vigorous campaizn on the part of 
the boards to prosecute chiropractors who exceed the scope of their 
license for the illegal practice of medicine. 


Dr. Sabatier will be a featured speaker at the November 3 
meeting of the National Health Council, at which representatives 
of almost all the major voluntary health organizations in the United 
States will be present. It is hoped additional support from these 
organizations will be obtained for the AMA's program on chiropractic. 


The Committee and staff agreed that one major speaker on the 
subject of chiropractic will be sufficient at the Fourth National 
Congress on Heaith Quackery, which will be held in Chicago next 
October. The Committee also endorsed suggestions that co-spornsor- 
ship of the Congress with the FDA again be given consideration. 


Dr. Sabatier, in his capacity as a member of an investigating 
committee created by the Louisiana legislature, has conducted 
extensive correspondence with various leaders of both national 
chiropractic associations. This macter was thoroughly reviewed, 
and the Committee agreed that Dr. Sabatier should continue such 
Coxrespondence inasmuch as the questions he is asking of them 
leaves them in a vulnerable position of either refusing to cooperate 
which would be harmful to them, or the turning over of information 
to him, which also would be harmful to them because of its obvious 
defects. So far Dr. Sabatier has obtained a wealth of valuable 
information that will be quite useful in any future study of chiro- 
practic either on a state or national level. 


Attached for your information are the following items on 
which the Committee secretary reported at the meeting: 1) a memo 
on attendance at the 1967 Annual Convention of the American 
Chiropractic Association, 2) a memo on attendance at the 1967 Annual 
Convention of the International Chiropractors Association and 
1967 Palmer College of Chiropractic Homeconing, and 3) a review 
of official chiropractic reports obtained by the secretary on 
these trips. These are self-explanatory. 


The Committee agreed that state medical societies’ activity 
to encourage legislation rescinding state chiropractic licensing 
laws should te held in abeyance until more information is obtained 
in regard to implementation of Section 141 previously mentioned. 


= 5- 


On the other hand, the Committee still adheres to the basic policy 
that chiropractic: Licensure should be made so difficult that 
eventually more chiropractors are dying than new chiropractic 
licenses are granted. This would create the situation of a 
“;profession' withering on the vine" and dying an eventual death. 
The Committee asked staff to suggest various alternatives for 
state medical societies to consider in regard to possible legislation 
thet could take the initiative away from the chiropractors and 
place it in the hands of the medical societies, which would have 

a two-fold purpose: 1) harrassment of chiropractic on the state 
level, and 2) making it more difficult for chiropractors to either 
become licensed or to continue practicing in the state. 


Finally, the chairman suggested the next meeting of the Com- 


wittee be helo in New Orleans, Louisiana, on January 12, 1968, and 
he said. he. would make arrangements for the meeting. 


Attachments 


A State Medical Society 
Program of Action to Combat 
Chiropractic 


PRIORITY I 


Tho committees deons it essential to inaugurate an informational program 
on chiropractic directed to the general membership, with special naterials 
and programs geared to the interest of legislative contact men, state and 
county modical society officors, and appropriate conmittees. In this 
connection, we specifically propose the following activities: 


a Preparation of special articles by a solected panel of 
specialists to be printed in the state nedical society 
journal. These articles would call attention to the 
differences betweon chiropractic and medicine, and 
point out the deficiencics of chiropractic as rolated 
to a particular specialty - 1.@., physiatry, physiology, 
anatony, internal modicine, pathology and bacteriology, 
neurology, radiology, orthopedic surgery, and ourgery. 
The committoo is aware that the statu medical society 
journal is utilized as a source of medical information 
by newspaper editors, and the appearance of such articles 
could result in acditional exposure or editorial comont 
in the press, 


be Discussion of rubjects relating to chiropractic at county 
modical society meetings. Members of the Committee on 
Quackery and other knowledgable persons would, on 
invitation, participate in these meetings to provide 
pertinent background information. Letters announcing 
the availability of spoakers could be sent to all 
county medical gocieties at an carly date, 


C. Sponsorship of a special briefing session on chiroprectic 
for legislative contact men, und appropriate state and GC 
county medica) socicty officers and committee menbers, 
If it is not feasible to schedule a separate briefing 
session, special enphasis should be placed on this 
subjoct at a regular state society conveation or 
conference. 


ad. Encourage the Dears of the nedical schools and schools 
of osteopathy in the statc to provide, appropriate back- 
ground invormation on chiropractic to their students, 
Efforts should also be made to moke such information 
available to interns and residents who are training in 
hospitals of the state, either through direct contact 
with those physicians by state medical scatety 
syepresentutives, or by inviting these paysicians to 
attend stato medica) society conferences rhere this 
6pbjecl is discussed, 


© Oe emcees 
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PRIORITY IV 


She coumittee recognizes that any gains meade by chiropractic have come 
about as a result of political activity rather than scientific merit. 
The primary reason for physicians to takn cognizance of chiropractic 

is the current intensified political activity of chiropractors and the 
fact that if they proceed without opposition they could prevail in their 
efforts to achieve status ard recognition. The comnittee submits the 
Lollowing proposals regarding legislative and political programs: 


a. 


b. 


Ge 


In light of the basic science examination scandal in South 
Dakota, which involves students and former students of the 
Palmer College of Chiropractic, an investigation should be 
undertaken by the state medical society of current basic 
science procedures and practices in the state. This 
exauination should be one which accurately tests the know- 
ledge and ability of those taxing it, and if there are 
wethods of circumventing the stute basic science ¢exanination, 
then these should be eliminated. 


We should begin now, with assistance of the stato redical 
socisty legal counsel and ANA staff to review bills 

proposed or enacted in other states which would tend to 
protect the public health by restricting chiropractic 
activities. Following consideration of legislative items, 
the reconnendations of the Committee on Quackery would be 
submitted to the state medical society Legislative Comaittee 
and the Executive Council. 


If proposed amendments to the Social Security Act are passed 
by Congress, the Department of Health, Education and Welfare 
will be required to undertake a study of all providers of 
health care - including chircpractic - and to make 
recommendations regarding those that should - or should not - 
be included under Medicare. At least three states are 
currently considering the feasibility of conducting chiro- 
practic studies by legislative committees, 


If the Social Security anendnent previously mentioned is not 
enacted, the committec will consider the feasibility of 
encouraging the state legislature to conduct such a study in 
the state. Any recommendations of the committee regarding 
Buch a study will be submitted to the Executive Council prior 
to any further action. 


Physicians should be eacouraged by the state Medical 
voliticai Action Committee to support candidates for election 
to the Legislature who are mindful of the health hazards 
posed by chircprectic,. 
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It has been said of the HEW Report, that it was an independent study. 
The HEW even used that word in the title of their report. The Committee 
on Quackery went on record as voting unanimously to advise that the 
American Medical Association refrain from action that would tend to 
diminish the “unbiased impact” of the HEW report. 

In addition, once released, the report would be furnished to news 
services, newspapers, magazines and other publications as well as radio and 
television outlets. 

The AMA’s Committee on Quackery has been behind every 
anti-chiropractic statement or policy adopted by dozens of organizations 
which are not apart of the AMA itself. This includes R. L. Smith’s book and 
other such misrepresented articles, as well as statements made by: the 
AFL-CIO, UAW, HEW, Senior Citizens Council, American Public Health 
Association, National Health Council, Consumer Federation of America, 
National Educational Association, US Office of Education, American 
Association of Guidance Counselors, educators, teachers, doctors, libraries 
throughout the country, as well as their own state and county medical 
societies. 

Following this line of propaganda spreading, the AMA has been quite 
successful at infiltrating their propaganda and misinformation into many 
other groups, who they call sources “outside medicine.” This chapter is 
devoted to showing exactly how they go about the task of getting these 
“outside”’ groups to adopt the AMA’s anti-chiropractic postures. 

Doyl Taylor’s PR friend, Philip Lesly, once wrote, “Obtain the action or 
at least statements of condemnation from respected medical sources or 
scientists not a part of the AMA.” 

Dr. Sherman wrote in his letter to Dr. Day, “I’m afraid the situation 
throughout the country has gotten to the point where many people will not 
listen to doctors,”’ (referring to his old classmate Congressman Rogers) and 
he added, “we have to persuade other groups to do some of our fighting for 


Years before the above statement was made, the AMA, in their model 
plan for state medical societies to combat chiropractic, slated as Top 
Priority a program to enlist the aid of outside groups. “Other members of 
the scientific community and voluntary health organizations (such as the 
state cancer society, heart and arthritis associations) should be encouraged 
to adopt policy statements on this subject (chiropractic), and to implement 
informational programs for their members and the public.” The master plan 
further pointed out, “The state’s interprofessional association or health 
council should involve itself in a public education program on the subject of 
quackery, and it should emphasize the subject of chiropractic.” 

Following the plan given to them by Taylor, the Iowa Medical Society 
(IMS) voted to present their anti-chiropractic propaganda to the lowa 
Health Council, which was made up of physicians, dentists, pharmacists, 
veterinarians, nurses and hospitals in that state. They also recommended 
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that representatives of the various organizations be encouraged to develop 
ways of informing their members about chiropractic. Taylor also presented 
the IMS with nine affidavits from specialists in the following fields: 
Physiatry, Physiology, Anatomy, Internal Medicine (Cardiology), Pathology, 
Bacteriology, Neurology, Radiology, Orthopedic Surgery, and Surgery. The 
affidavits were articles prepared by Louisiana specialists in connection with 
chiropractic litigation in that State. This, no doubt, was instigated by Dr. 
Sabatier. What the IMS planned on doing was to take these articles and 
contact specialists in these various fields, furnish them with copies of the 
articles and seek to encourage them to prepare comparable statements for 
use in lowa. 

This was all in addition to planning anti-chiropractic conferences aimed 
at allied health organizations and volunteer health groups to persuade them 
to take up the battle on chiropractors. 

Using the AMA-influenced !966 US Supreme Court and US Federal 
District Court decisions against the licensing of chiropractors, plus the 1966 
AMA Policy Statement on chiropractic, Doyl Taylor proudly announced to 
the AMA Board of Trustees that these two occurances in 1966 were the 
necessary tools with which the Quackery Committee was able to widen the 
base of its chiropractic campaign. 

He said in his January 4, 197] report, that “With it, other health-related 
groups were asked and did adopt the AMA policy statement or 
individually-phrased versions of it.” This he pointed out, “led to even wider 
acceptance of the AMA position.” (Emphasis added) 

On December 31, 1968, Peter P. Muirhead, Acting US Commissioner of 
Education, put together a list of all the associations the government 
considered to be reliable authorities as to the quality of training offered by 
educational institutions. In addition, he sent Taylor the list of requirements 
which an educational institute would have to pass in order to be accredited 
by the US Office of Education. 

The list included such authoritative groups as the Council on Medical 
Education of the AMA, Liaison Committee on Medical Education (AMA 
group), and many others, for example the American Osteopathic 
Association, American Association of Nurse Anesthetists, American Council 
on Pharmaceutical Education, the American Public Health Association, Inc., 
the National League for Nursing, Inc., the American Podiatry Association, 
American Dental Association, American Bar Association, American Library 
Association, and the American Chemical Society, among the many listed. 

The significance of the above groups is that each one has been exposed to 
the AMA’s propaganda about chiropractic. In addition to having to use allies 
backing their stand to see that chiropractic colleges would never be 
accredited, the Committee on Quackery, employing their unscrupulous 
tactics, also influenced most of these groups to adopt their policy on 
chiropractic. 

Most of these groups also lent their support in backing the HEW Stydy 
adding to the fable that many groups “outside medicine” felt the same way 
about chiropractic as did the AMA. The truth is, the only reason these 
groups ever took any stand at all against chiropractic was because the AMA 
instigated them to do so. 

On December 30, 1969, Doyl Taylor sent a memo to the AMA’s 
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Executive Vice-President, Dr. E. B. Howard, and in it he said, ““As you 
suggested I have prepared the attached drafts of letters to the American 
Hospital Association and the Association of American Medical Colleges 
suggesting letters from them to the House Ways and Means Committee.” 

In his memo, Taylor also recommended that the two officials 
representing these groups, Dr. John A. Cooper of the AAMC, and Dr. 
Crosby of the AHA, be supplied with copies of the HEW report and the 
Senior Citizens News reprint. This would, of course, add to the tactics that 
“everyone knows etc., etc.” 

On virtually every front, the AMA has been able to muster up groups 
“outside medicine’’ to take up positions against the chiropractors. In their 
illogical war on chiropractic they have enlisted the aid of dozens of groups 
to fight their battles. First indoctrinating their new “troops” into believing 
that chiropractic was their enemy, then forming “battalions” of 
anti-chiropractic robots, the AMA assaulted the chiropractors from all sides. 

The American College of Sports Medicine met on May 1-2, 1968, and 
took up the issue of whether they should admit into their membership the 
profession of chiropractic. This interdisciplinary scientific membership 
Organization put this decision up to their Credentials Committee. They in 
turn asked for direction in the handling of this decision. Their minutes did 
not disclose who they turned to for direction, but Kenneth S. Clarke, Ph.D., 
a member of the ACSM Credentials Committee, sent a memo to Doyl 
Taylor on May 9, 1968, reporting the outcome of the meeting and the 
resolution finally passed. He said to Taylor that after considerable debate 
between “each case on an individual basis” and “blanket disapproval of 
chiropractic” the Committee recorded in essence “that the American 
College of Sports Medicine does not recognize practitioners of chiropractic, 
naturopathy, and naprapathy as appropriate for membership because these 
practices are not considered to be on scientifically based principles.” 

A copy of this memo also went to Fred V. Hein, Ph.D., the Secretary of 
the AMA Committee on Exercise and Physical Fitness, and Secretary of the 
AMA Committee on Medical Aspects of Sports, and also Director of the 
AMA Health Education Department. In light of the fact that Taylor and 
Hein were in receipt of this memo one can only assume that they were the 
influence which sparked the resolution passed against the chiropractors, and 
they were the ones who the ACSM Credentials Committee turned to for 
direction in coming to a decision about these practitioners. 

The American Cancer Society, Inc., is another group “outside medicine” 
who has adopted the AMA’s anti-chiropractic posture aided by Committee 
on Quackery influence. On Friday, July 28, 1967, the Society's Executive 
Committee approved an AMA-instigated anti-chiropractic statement as their 
own. In a letter of August 2, 1967, to Dr. Blasingame, Dr. James Cooney, 
Senior Vice-President for Medical Affairs of the ACS, said that the society 
recorded as part of its official statement on Chiropractic that, “Chiropractic 
is not based on a sound scientific medical approach,” and that it “represents 
a health hazard.” 

This is in keeping with what the AMA had already said. Dr. Cooney said 
in his letter that the President of the American Cancer Society Dr. Ashbel C. 
Williams, had requested that the AMA get acopy of the “statement so that 
they may make whatever use of this information they desire.” 
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The Committee on Quackery and its merchants of misinformation 
recorded in their minutes of the August 6, 1967 meeting that they had 
represented the AMA “on the American Cancer Society’s Committee on 
New and Unproved Methods of Treatment.” A month later the Committee 
reported that “Because of Committee and staff efforts the American Cancer 
Society has issued a policy statement in regard to chiropractic.” Adding still 
another group to their battalion of anti-chiro practic fighters. 

In this same memo of September 15, 1967, the Committee reported that 
the Arthritis Foundation was also considering adopting a statement 
regarding chiropractic. They added, “Many other voluntary health 
organizations also are giving serious consideration to such action.’’ By doing 
so, they added, the AMA could obtain valuable allies in regard to future 
efforts to contain the cult (chiropractic). 

It took four years before the Arthritis Foundation finally came around 
to releasing their anti-chiropractic statement, but on January 30, 1971, they 
joined the ranks of the AMA chiropractic fighters. 

“The Arthritis Foundation, through its American Rheumatism 
Association Section, adopted an anti-chiropractic policy statement.’ This 
was reported to the AMA Office of the General Counsel by Taylor in a 
memo dated July 13, 1971. 

Among the many things the Arthritis Foundation said in their four 
paragraph statement on chiropractic were, “There is no valid evidence that 
chiropractic treatment of rheumatic disease is effective,” and, “When 
patients receive chiropractic manipulation and thereby delay the institution 
of sound medical treatment, they may increase the probability of later 
crippling and disability.”’ They said that the chiropractic claims to the cause 
of disease “are not supported by any scientific method of investigation,” 
they added, “nor by any known, recognized medical authority.” About 
chiropractic training and skills to treat and diagnose disease they said, 
“Chiropractors lack the special knowledge.” Regarding the chiropractic 
altitude toward drugs and medicine and that surgery is a mutilation of the 
body they said this was “contrary to accepted scientific evidence.” 

The AMA was very active in 1967 in enlisting groups outside the AMA 
into taking stands against chiropractic. Specifically, Doyl Taylor had sent 
letters to many “outside” groups asking that they take up the AMA position 
in this matter. 

The American Surgical Association wrote Taylor on May 17, 1967, 
regarding his probing letter requesting their action against chiropractors. In 
his reply, Dr. Harris B. Shumacker, Secretary of the ASA, said, “I brought 
the matter called to my attention in your letter of April 14, 1967, to the 
attention of the Council of the American Medical Association.”? He added, 
“As a consequence, the American Surgical Association approved the 
American Medical Association’s policy statement concerning chiropractic.” 

The American Dental Association heeded to Taylor’s request in his 
March 8, 1967 letter, (the same request he made to the ASA). In their June 
6. 1967 reply to Taylor, Harold Hillenbrand, DDS, said that the ADA had 
referred the AMA policy statement to the ADA’s Judicial Council. He 
reported to Taylor that they in turn had adopted as an interpretation of 
Section 6 of the Principles of Ethics of the American Dental Association an 
Official Advisory Opinion that it is unethical for a dentist to delegate to a 
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chiropractor any services related to a dental case. This, of course, was in 
following the AMA’s statement on ethics that it wasn’t advisable for a 
doctor of medicine to associate professionally with a cultist (chiropractor). 

The American Broncho-Esophagological Association’s secretary, Dr. John 
R. Ausband, wrote Taylor on June 15, 1967, revealing that they had 
followed suit to the AMA’s policy statement. He said, “By your letter of 
April 14, 1967, you ask that I present to the AB-EA the statement of policy 
on chiropractic, as adopted by the AMA House of Delegates in November of 
1966.” He stated to Taylor, “Please be advised that the Council of the 
AB-EA, at its recent meeting in Montreal, received this report and voted our 
approval and acceptance of this statement of policy.” He told the 
Diplomatic Dictator, ‘‘You may use this letter as authorization to include 
the name of the American Broncho-Esophagological Association as a 
medical specialty group which supports this policy.” 

Taylor's battalion was now building up to a regiment of anti-chiropractic 
warriors. 

The American Thoracic Society replied to Taylor’s call to arms, and on 
May 11, 1967, Mr. Frank W. Webster, Executive Secretary of the ATS, 
wrote Taylor regarding his request. 

“In reply to your letter of April 26th to Dr. James E. Perkins, Managing 
Director, National Tuberculosis Association, we are pleased to enclose a 
copy of the motion which was passed by the American Thoracic Society 
Executive Committee at its meeting in March 1967 endorsing the AMA 
policy statement on chiropractic.” 

The American Thoracic Society and the National Tuberculosis 
Association adopted as “‘their’’ official position on chiropractic, the AMA’s 
House of Delegates position statement on chiropractic word for word. from 
the top of the four paragraph statement with, “It is the position of the 
medical profession that chiropractic is an unscientific cult etc., etc.,” to the 
last sentence which closes with, “often ends with tragic results.” 

The Devious Demon of Misinformation saw to it that state medical 
societies followed in his footsteps in recruiting new allies into the ranks of 
anti-chiropractic warriors. The Iowa Medical Society went on record as 
encouraging the lowa Division of the American Cancer Society to include a 
session on health quackery at one of its workshop programs for science 
teachers and in this fashion work the AMA’s anti-chiropractic propaganda 
into their policy statement on chiropractic. 

Taylor announced at the Committee’s May 5, 1967 meeting, that he had 
been a guest speaker at a meeting of the lowa chapter of the American 
Physical Therapy Association. He informed the merchants of 
misinformation that this group had expressed its “desire to help in any way 
possible concerning chiropractic.” 

In the State of Illinois, the chapter of the American Physical Therapy 
Association received a letter from William Monaghan, dated June 1, 1971, 
which revealed that the AMA had gotten to them regarding a position 
Statement on chiropractic. Taylor’s lieutenant said, “It was most heartening 
to learn that through your good work and that of others in the American 
Physical Therapy Association the resolution supporting the American 
Medical Association’s policy on chiropractic and the Washington chapter 
will be brought before the APTA House of Delegates this year.” In his letter 
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to Mr. Robert Steffl, Chief Delegate of the Illinois Chapter of APTA, he 
added that “We think both proposed actions are excellent. They will have a 
strong impact.” 

This was the same group which Monaghan instructed to send copies of 
their resolution with covering letters, to federal and state law makers, 
especially the Congress and the US Senate Finance Committee, and the 
House Ways and Means Committee, who were deciding the issue of 
chiropractic inclusion in Medicare. 

In Idaho, that state’s medical association reported the preparation of a 
proposed law which would outlaw chiropractic. In their unanimous opinion, 
the Medical Practice Act Review Committee reported that several of the 
voluntary health agencies should be urged to sponsor such legislation in that 
state. In the report of June, 1971, they stated that the medical association’s 
attorney be asked to prepare such a measure and that upon approval by the 
association, an effort be made to have it sponsored in the legislature by such 
organizations as: the Idaho Division, American Cancer Society; the Idaho 
Heart Association; Arthritis Foundation; the Easter Seal Society; the Idaho 
Mental Health Association; the Idaho Tuberculosis and Respiratory Disease 
Association; the Idaho Multiple Sclerosis Association; the National 
Foundation and others. 

The AMA had an early influence on most of the groups mentioned 
through meetings set up over the years and through showing slide-film 
presentations on chiropractic before some of them ever considered taking 
any type of position regarding chiropractic. After their 1966 Quackery 
Congress, sponsored by the National Health Council (made up of 64 
member agencies), the AMA Committee on Quackery held a meeting to 
discuss an action campaign against chiropractic. Included at this meeting 
were representatives from the FDA, the Federal Trade Commission, the Post 
Office Department, the National Health Council, the American Cancer 
Society, the National Better Business Bureau and the Arthritis Foundation. 

Some of these groups were also exposed to the AMA’s propaganda 
through Ralph Lee Smith’s talks across the country at state medical 
societies. At one such meeting in Wisconsin, Smith spoke before Mr. Jerry 
Walsh of the National Arthritis and Rheumatism Foundation, Dr. Frederick 
Stare, a nutritionist, Dr. Edgar S. Gordon, an expert in diet and weight 
reduction and Mrs. Marty Mann, Executive Director of the National Council 
on Alcoholism, in addition to such groups as the American Cancer Society 
and Family Service Association of America. 

Presenting papers before these groups and others was just another means 
to catapult support in their assault on chiropractic. In a speech presented to 
the Midwest Pharmaceutical Advertising Club on April 9, 1970, in Chicago, 
Dr. Richard Wilbur said that the AMA was running ahead of the pack in 
trying to meet the problems of medicine. This would include chiropractic of 
course. They are indeed right up front in the “nation’s” battle against 
chiropractors. In this speech he said that “Leaders in government are 
coming to realize that the AMA has resources and knowledge unavailable to 
anyone in the world.” He added, “What we don’t know, we can find out 
through our staff, or our many specialized councils and committee.” In the 
same sense, what they want others to know they can also do through their 
many councils and committees, in addition to presenting anti-chiropractic 
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speeches before non-medical groups throughout the country. 

One of the AMA’s biggest allies and staunch supporters of the AMA’s 
anti-chiropractic stand is the National Better Business Bureau. Dr. Wesley 
Hall, 1971 President Elect of the AMA, presented a speech in Miami, 
Florida to the Council of Better Business Bureaus entitled “A Look at 
Health Quackery Today.” In his talk he pointed out how the AMA works 
closely with the Council to educate the public about health quackery 
(chiropractic). ‘Twice a year, representatives of the AMA’s Department of 
Investigation and representatives of the council meet formally,” he said. 

“It is a known fact that scarcely a day goes by without letters flowing 
through the mail between the BBB and the AMA regarding health 
quackery,” he stated to his audience. “I would urge that every local Better 
Business Bureau establish a close working liaison with its local medical 
society and with the medical association of the state.” In uniting these two 
powerful groups, Dr. Hall said that they should keep informing the public, 
educating and protecting them from health quacks and as he said, “often, 
protecting them from themselves.” 

In this way the AMA aligned this group against the chiropractors along 
with the many others they have recruited to do their fighting. 

The National Transplant Information Center’s director sent a letter to 
the New York Times on June 26, 1971 commenting on an editorial which 
denounced chiropractic as a health-care service. The director, Irving 
Ladimer, wrote, “I was impressed with your comment on chiropractic (NY 
Times, Sunday, July 12) not alone because of its intrinsic interest and our 
Governor’s acceptance, nay encouragement, of the practice but also because 
it has been a subject on which I have written for many years.” 

Mr. Ladimer at the time was also the director of the Medical Fraud and 
Quackery Division at the Better Business Bureau. He had also attended the 
AMA’s 2nd National Congress on Medical Quackery in 1963 and presented a 
paper at their 3rd Congress on Quackery in 1966. In addition, he served on 
the American Cancer Society’s Committee on New and Unproved Remedies 
and the Food and Drug Administration's Public Service Committee. He also 
was an old friend of Ralph Lee Smith’s. Smith used to work for the BBB. 

Ladimer’s letter was directed to Mr. Harry Schwartz, Editorial Board of 
the New York Times. Mr. Schwartz was also a member of the Board of the 
National Transplant Information Center, so it is of little wonder that these 
two would be anti-chiropractic. In his letter, Ladimer said he was part of the 
American Cancer Society’s Committee who took a stand against 
chiropractic as an unscientific mode. 

It was revealed through this letter that two other influential people were 
members of this organization’s board. Mr. Victor Bussie, President of the 
Louisiana State AFL-CIO. and Mr. Charles D. Hepler, Publisher of Readers 
Digest. The web of subversion against the chiropractors was complex and 
had interwoven into its spear of influence, these other two gentlemen. 
Through this organization they would certainly be exposed to Ladimer’s 
party line on chiropractic and no doubt agree with it. The AFL-CIO had 
already demonstrated their support for the AMA’s anti-chiropractic 
propaganda by making its stand their own. 

Two other notables on the Board were Margaret Mead and Dr. Donald 
Kenefick of the National Association for Mental Health. 
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As for the Readers Digest, they too had taken up the cause and had 
published an anti-chiropractic article which Taylor and his crew made good 
use of in disseminating to the legislators in Washington. 

Not all organizations reacted with great enthusiasm regarding the AMA’s 
proposal to take up arms against the chiropractors. One such group was the 
Royal College of Physicians in Canada. 

Mr. Taylor informed the Committee on January 21, 1966, that he felt 
Lloyd Stevenson, MD, former Dean of McGill University Medical School 
(Canada) and now Chairman of the Department of History of Medicine at 
Yale University School of Medicine, was their man to speak on chiropractic 
at one of their Quackery Congresses slated for 1966. It was uncovered in the 
minutes of this meeting that Dr. Stevenson’s name had appeared as being 
the author of the Brief of the Royal College of Physicians and Surgeons of 
Quebec, apparently on chiropractic. “However,” the minutes revealed, “Dr. 
Stevenson informed Mr. Taylor that although his signature had been 
utilized, the actual work had been done by others, and he declined the 
invitation. He did recommend the current Dean of McGill Medical School as 
a speaker on this subject.” 

Taylor’s prejudice popped up and he went on record as expressing 
reservations “about inviting a Canadian for such a talk.’” Whether or not the 
Canadians ever knew of Taylor’s obvious bias toward the qualifications of a 
Canadian speaking on chiropractic in the United States is unknown, but for 
the record, no Canadian showed up as a speaker at the 1966 Quackery 
Congress. 

If they weren’t aware of why they were excluded from the AMA’s 
Congress on Health Quackery in 1966, and who was responsible for their 
lack of representation at this meeting in Washington, D.C., the above clearly 
outlines any questions which have been left unanswered in the minds of the 
Canadians who were wondering why they weren’t invited and who was 
responsible. 

The Council on State Governments, it was reported to Taylor in early 
1971, was ripe for the picking as far as taking an anti-chiropractic stand 
went. At a meeting between an AMA official on December 31, 1970 and 
Mr. Bravard Chrihfield, Executive Director of the Council at the council’s 
office in Lexington. Kentucky. chiropractic was discussed. 

The copy of the memo to Taylor, which he received on February 1, 
1971, said that ‘A preliminary conversation was held discussing the role of 
various health providers particularly that of chiropractic and the 
relationship of these groups to state legislation.” The memo revealed that 
Mr. Chrihfield suggested that he knew no chiropractors and was generally 
ignorant on this subject. 

Seeing that the Executive Director was vulnerable to the AMA’s 
indoctrination plan, the AMA official reported to Taylor that, “He, 
however, appeared to be unbiased and receptive. I gave him the packet with 
pertinent documents regarding Chiropractic and the unscientific cult.” 

The memo then disclosed why this meeting was taking place. “We then 
discussed possibilities of working with the Council of State Governments in 
developing model legislation regarding such areas.” Mr. Chrihfield informed 
the AMA spokesman that the Council was determined and took great care 
to remain unbiased and in a neutral position. He said that their role is to 
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draft and act as staff for the wishes of the Committee on Suggested State 
Legislation and any directive regarding public policy would come 
specifically from the Committee. He stated, the memo said, he saw no point 
in meeting with members of the AMA staff (that would be the Department 
of Investigation staff) at this time unless it was for exchange of information 
only. 

The author of the memo to Taylor felt that the AMA could get around 
Mr. Chrihfield’s objectivity when he said, “My opinion following this 
meeting would be that the proper approach to the Council on State 
Governments would be through state delegations who would make specific 
requests to the Committee on Suggested State Legislation. This would be a 
political process and as in all chiropractic proposals might meet with 
unexpected opposition.” 

This proposition was reported to the Committee on Quackery in Atlanta 
on February 4, 1971. What the outcome of this political maneuver was, is 
uncertain, but one can assume that the Council of State Governments could 
only fall in line with the rest of the organizations the AMA had successfully 
duped with their propaganda. 

Spurred by the Diplomatic Dictator and his Machiavellian Merchants of 
Misinformation, virtually every organization ‘outside medicine’ has 
Opposed chiropractic due to the fact that they have submitted to the 
pressure tactics and propaganda to which they were exposed in their 
indoctrination. 

If an organization, political party or individual can win over the news 
media they would have great success in whatever campaign they may 
pursue. It is common fact that the weight of the news media has cost many 
a political career and at the same time was the cause of many a politician 
winning an office. 

This leads us to a new excursion undertaken by the merchants of 
misinformation — the campaign to win over the news media, indoctrinate 
them into taking an anti-chiropractic posture and at the same time utilize 
their facilities to attack the chiropractors. This meant getting to the press, 
radio, television, and the national organizations representing them. 

In 1965, the Department of Investigation sent out a letter to the state 
medical associations outlining how this could be accomplished. Included in 
this general plan to assault chiropractic on many fronts was a scheme which 
the AMA felt would be most effective in dealing with the news media and 
getting the chiropractors at the ~same time. The plan_ included, 
“Correspondence or informal personal discussions with newspaper 
publishers and radio and TV station owners concerning the acceptance of 
chiropractic advertising,’ it said, “especially those advertisements 
promoting chiropractic as a career.” 

This would have a two-fold purpose; first, this would stop the 
chiropractors from recruiting for their profession; second, this would set up 
an anti-chiropractic posture with the news media people who had submitted 
to the misinformation propaganda campaign. 

Getting to individual newspapers would be a large task, but the 
merchants of misinformation were meticulous in the detail of sceing that 
they get to everyone possible. The New York Times has been mentioned 
earlier as one very influential newspaper to come out against chiropractic, 
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and which was associated with Irving Ladimer of the BBB, and the FDA. 

On January 6, 1967, Taylor reported to the Committee that he met with 
a representative from the Wall Street Journal in New York City to discuss 
the possibility of that newspaper doing an in-depth article on chiropractic. 

The Diplomatic Dictator also met with officials of the American Press 
Institute, the minutes revealed, to discuss with them requests made by an 
official of the American Chiropractic Association for help in the ACA 
public relations program. With the illusive ambassador from the AMA on the 
scene, there was little doubt what the outcome of the ACA’s attempts at a 
public relations campaign would be. Taylor had his own campaign to carry 
out and this meeting was part of it. 

The National Association of Broadcasters was an early target on Taylor’s 
list. At the Committee’s February 7, 1965 meeting, it was suggested that 
someone on the Committee contact this association from their Washington 
Office regarding chiropractic advertising via TV. It was mentioned that it 
was this organization (NBA) which keeps products like “Preparation H” 
from being advertised on TV. This, the committee must have felt, was a 
worthy attribute and so Mr. Oliver Field, of the Department of 
Investigation, sent the NBA a letter regarding the chiropractic situation. 

In addition to sending a letter, the Committee noted in their July 7, 
1965 progress report written by Taylor, that the National Broadcasters 
Association had been sent materials regarding “chiropractic propaganda 
films on television.” This is a blatant example of the “pot calling the kettle 
black,” when not too far off in the future the AMA would employ the use 
of “propaganda films on television.” 

On May 5, 1967, the Committee viewed their propaganda film and 
discussed the TV “quackery” spots. The Committee was informed after 
seeing the movie that radio “quackery” spots were sent to stations 
throughout the United States. The distribution of the TV spots was being 
temporarily withheld because of a technical point as to who would be 
responsible for the distribution of the film. 

Mr. Richard DuMont, Director of the AMA Radio, TV and Motion 
Pictures Department (the Committee has technical advisors for any 
problems that might come up), discussed various alternatives on how the 
spots might be distributed. Taylor got his two-cents in and suggested that if 
AMA distribution of the TV spots was not advisable, perhaps they could be 
made available to state medical societies for distribution by them. 

The AMA propaganda machine was rolling again and there was little hope 
for the chiropractors once they got their radio and TV campaign in full gear. 
In the case of the chiropractic profession putting a film out which was 
designed to recruit new practitioners into their profession, the Committee 
went on record as calling this a “chiropractic propaganda film.” What, then, 
could the AMA’s radio and TV campaign be called? The following are some 
excerpts from the AMA propagandized TV spot (60 seconds) on quackery: 

‘“Modern Quackery has become a sophisticated business — Health 
Quackery is the practice of deceit. He may be an Unscientific cultist 
with a document from a diploma mill. He offers the all-purpose spinal 
adjustment. The best guardian of your health is your 
scientifically-trained physician — and the advice he recommends.” 

Their radio spot was even more persuasive; here are parts of that “quack” 
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spot. 
“Many, many sick people are bilked, injured, or die needlessly each 
year at the hands of fake healers.” 

In this brainwashing message they added for a close: 

“Don’t let yourself be suckered. If you or a member of your family is 
ill, your best protection always lies in seeing a scientifically-trainecl, 
medical physician as soon as possible.” 

In this message they said of chiropractic methods, “Gimmicks like 
all-purpose spinal adjustments” and “unscientific cultists.” 

If we are to stick to the AMA’s TV message that quackery means the 
practice of deceit, then it is they who are the quacks in the truest sense of 
the word. But, since they are the ones who are pointing the finger, no one 
would ever think that it is the AMA who is guilty of the practice of deceit. 

In continuing with their dissemination of propaganda to the news media, 
it was discovered that the AMA, after their 1966 Congress, had released a 
press statement on chiropractic. It came out of their Science News 
Department along with some materials on chiropractic, and was distributed 
to many of the large daily newspapers and radio and television stations 
throughout the country. 

Another phase, which has been related earlier, now took on a new look. 
The confidential papers, which the AMA obtained through their spy 
network, on admissions to chiropractic schools were distributed to editorial 
editors of large daily newspapers and television and radio stations. Over 700 
reprints of the JAMA article on the Chiropractic Papers were sent out. 

In Davenport, Iowa, the home of the Palmer College of Chiropractic, the 
Quad City Medical Society wrote the AMA regarding having gained an ally 
at a local radio station. Mr. James A. Koch, Executive Secretary, wrote Mr. 
Whalen Strobhar, Assistant to Director of Public Affairs Division of the 
AMA, saying he had had a conversation with a popular local broadcaster. In 
his November 3, 1969 communication, he said that he also gave the 
broadcaster a copy of Ralph Lee Smith’s book, At Your Own Risk. This 
must have struck some interest with the broadcaster as Koch said that he 
was considering the idea of asking Mr. Smith to appear on a Sunday night 
talk show. Hitting at the chiropractors on their home ground would 
certainly prove to be an effective blow, if they ever pulled it off. 

The publishing of anti-chiropractic articles in national magazines has long 
been a specialty of the merchants of misinformation. The Department of 
Investigation would know well in advance of any such article being written, 
as the author usually would be doing his research at the department’s 6th 
floor office at some time, putting together his manuscript. Since Taylor’s 
department has resources unequaled anywhere else in the country, including 
the US government, it would also be to Taylor’s advantage to consult these 
writers with his expertise in the area of chiropractic and sometimes make 
certain recommendations as to changes and editing in the manuscript. This 
has been related earlier in the Ralph Lee Smith saga. Not all 
anti-chiropractic articles have met with the same success that Smith had. 
Though most of them did, there is one on record that didn’t. 

In May of 1965, the AMA’s publication Todays Health published an 
article on chiropractic that was the first of its kind ever to appear in that 
AMA publication. In July, the Committee on Quackery’s staff contacted the 
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editors of True magazine concerning an article on chiropractic written by 
Ralph Lee Smith, which that publication had accepted for print. At the July 
7, 1965S, meeting the Committee was informed that the editors postponed 
the publication of the anti-chiropractic article due to pressure exerted by 
the chiropractors. 

This, of course, was a rare case, for as the record shows the AMA’s 
propaganda line on chiropractic has been disseminated to the public through 
national magazines all over the country. Readers Digest, mentioned 
previously, had been influential in spreading the AMA’s misinformation. On 
May 6, 1971, Taylor reported to the Committee that the article by Albert 
Q. Maisel was scheduled for the July, 1971 issue. At the same meeting, 
Monaghan reported that he received a phone call from Lester David, the 
author of an article on chiropractic which was published in the April, 1971 
issue Of Mechanix Illustrated. No other mention of this conversation was 
noted in the minutes. But judging from their past record it is safe to say that 
the Department of Investigation had something to do with the article. 

The Committee on Quackery is all too complacent and content to sit and 
wait when they know an anti-chiropractic article is in the making. Their 
wheels don’t go into motion until such an article is published, then they 
move to disseminate it as evidence that chiropractic is an unscientific cult 
because someone from “outside medicine” said so. 

But don’t get in their way when they hear of a pro-chiropractic article 
being planned. It was revealed at their May 6, 1971 meeting that they got 
wind of such an article possibly being published in Medical Economics. 
They moved swiftly and passed a unanimous vote to have the Chairman 
write to the magazine’s editor. Perhaps the Chairman, Dr. Sabatier, was “‘out 
to lunch” when the committee approved him writing a letter to the editor, 
for it was discovered that he had already done so on April 21, 1971. 

Addressing Mr. David W. Sifton, Administrative Editor of Medical 
Economics, he said, “Since its origin, the AMA has considered protection of 
the public health one of its prime missions.” Failing to add that the prime 
mission of his Committee was to destroy chiropractic, Chairman Joe 
continued by pointing out that many groups “outside medicine’ have 
opposed chiropractic who have “taken the time and expended the effort to 
take an objective look at what chiropractic really is.’’ Using generalities 
throughout his letter, he said, “The scientific community,”’ (that’s the AMA 
Department of Investigation), “is unanimous in its condemnation of 
chiropractic.” Adding to his blanket statements he said, ‘Numerous 
consumer-oriented organizations, who also are interested in protection of 
the public health, have reached the same conclusion.” The Chairman went 
on to point out some groups from “outside medicine” who have taken a 
stand (the AMA’s) against chiropractic. “Included are the AFL-CIO, the 
Consumer Federation of America and the National Council of Senior 
Citizens.” 

In adding to the fable, Sabatier listed as scientific documentation to back 
his statements such evidence as the AMA published paperback-size reprint 
entitled “Independent Practitioners Under Medicare” of the HEW study. He 
called this piece of AMA influence propaganda an objective and unbiased 
study of chiropractic ordered by Congress. He also included in his package 
deal, a copy of the AMA leaflet entitled “What they say about 
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Chiropractic.” That leaflet is a conglomeration of all AMA instigated and 
influenced statements by government and “outside” groups against 
chiropractic. 

In his vacillating letter, Sabatier said, “It is not my intention to nit-pick 
at the article you submitted to me,” he then follows with “for example, to 
point out that chiropractors are skillful at avoiding malpractice cases,” 
(malpractice suits each year accost the pride and pocketbook of six 
thousand medical doctors, at a cost estimated as high as $50,000,000), “‘as 
they are in adopting the political instead of the scientific arena in which to 
sell wares.” On one hand he says “I accept at face value the quotes 
attributed to the various persons in the article.” Then he states that it is 
incumbent upon him to make some comments on these statements and the 
article. 

In closing, the Chairman coldly states, “I therefore am forced to 
conclude that publication of this article by Medical Economics would be a 
serious denial by your publication of any obligation to protect the public 
health.” That snide innuendo brought an interesting reaction from the 
officials at Medical Economics. 

In the June 22. 1971 reply to Sabatier’s intimidating letter, Mr. Carroll 
Dowden, Executive Editor, indicated an interest in publishing the Doctor’s 
letter in whole in the magazine. He said, “we find your remarks so 
interesting that we’d like to bring them to the attention of our readers once 
the article is published.’’ Adding, “May we have your consent to use the 
enclosed version in our column of letters to the editor? If so, please sign 
below and return this letter in the enclosed envelope.” 

Foreseeing that such publication of his letter might prove embarassing, 
Dr. Sabatier wrote Mr. Dowden on June 29th. He boldly announced that he 
found “it impossible for myself to justify authorizing you to publish any 
statement of mine without the opportunity on my part to review the final 
draft of the article which you intend to publish.”” He ended with, “Upon 
receipt of a copy of the article in its final form, I will be glad to respond to 
your letter of 22 June 1971.” The tenacious chairman, however, had met 
his match in Mr. Dowden. 

The persistant editor sent another request to Sabatier to publish his 
letter. In his July 29th letter to Chairman Joe (a title given to Dr. Joseph 
Sabatier by a chiropractic official), the editor said that they would like to 
publish his letter in part, not in whole. 

The AMA’s obstinate oracle quickly replied to Dowden’s request with 
another intimidating letter. ‘I feel obligated to object to this type of 
abstracting,” he said in his August Sth reply, “because, in my opinion, it 
totally avoids the major premise of my July 15 letter — that no longer is this 
a medicine vs. chiropractic situation, but that those from outside medicine 
who have taken the time and expended the effort to take an objective look 
at what chiropractic really is have also reached the conclusion that it is a 
health hazard.” 

That sentence shows the doctor’s lack of creativity, as all he did was 
copy his first letter word for word. Continuing in his response to the 
Medical Economics request, he said, “The three examples cited in my letter 
were a small sampling of these findings and ones, to my knowledge, your 
magazine has not published previously.” It is worthy to note at this point in 
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the doctor’s letter that there is conclusive evidence that the three examples 
the chairman pointed out were all instigated, dictated, influenced, and/or 
promoted by the merchants of misinformation at the AMA. As for the 
medicine vs. chiropractic situation, more specifically, it is the Committee on 
Quackery vs. chiropractic. As far as the groups “outside medicine”’ and their 
stands against chiropractic, that has been well covered. 

Continuing, Chairman Joe said, “To publish the abstracted version of my 
letter, as you have submitted to me, would be the perfect example of falling 
into chiropractic’s trap — portraying the giant medicine attacking ‘little’ 
chiropractic.” 

What the doctor calls the “‘chiropractic’s trap’’ is in reality what is really 
going on, the giant medicine machine, the AMA, is in fact attacking the 
“little” chiropractic profession. As a matter of record, it is the only reason 
for the existence of the Committee on Quackery and it is their prime 
mission to destroy all chiropractic practice in this country. 

To instigate, promote, dictate and influence groups “outside medicine” 
into taking an anti-chiropractic stand is questionable in itself, but to add to 
the fire, the AMA has compiled and distributed a great majority of these 
materials and statements to add to their charges that “everyone knows that 
chiropractic is evil.” 

In 1968, the Committee submitted to the AMA Board of Trustees, 
guidelines for combating chiropractic. The Board, in turn, approved these 
guidelines, one being that the AMA step up its efforts to gain the vocal 
support of organizations other than those whose members are primarily 
physicians in its efforts to educate the public to the health hazards of 
chiropractic. 

The other guideline was that the Committee work closely with the 
AMA’s Communication Division when any of its programs are designed to 
attract public attention. In this fashion, the Committee would be assured 
that their anti-chiropractic propaganda would get out to the public. 
Distributing their own anti-chiropractic propaganda was really no problem, 
because they had many different avenues to employ in their dissemination 
of misinformation. 

To use lay publications as channels indoctrinating the public is an 
altogether different story. This would require some talent and know-how, so 
at a meeting in 1968, the Committee called again upon the expertise of 
Taylor’s PR friend, Mr. Philip Lesly. He suggested that in view of the 
reluctance of some publications to accept material concerning chiropractic, 
local health organizations, after being furnished with background 
information on chiropractic, might help to inform the public. 

A classic example of the success of Mr. Lesly’s brainchild, was the Senior 
Citizens News article. Not only did the AMA use this in their letters to 
legislators as an example that others “‘outside medicine’? were against 
chiropractic, but they also distributed thousands of reprints of this article. 

They also saw to it that reprints of their own articles as published by 
AMA News, Today’s Health and JAMA were widely distributed and even 
included in school curricula as “educational materials” on chiropractic. 

Another sample of their tactics of dissemination was to reprint the HEW 
study in paperback book form and give that gem wide distribution. On July 
20, 1971, Mr. Oliver Field, Director of Research at the AMA Department of 
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Investigation, used the HEW study to sway the Sacramento Union 
newspaper into seeing the light, after they had printed a pro-chiropractic 
article on July 13th. In his letter to Mr. Earl G. Waters, Field said, ‘“‘We 
noted particularly your observation, ‘There are some 3,000 trained and 
licensed persons in the healing arts today who could be quickly (sic) 
qualified to provide the critical family type care. These are the naturopathic 
doctors presently licensed as chiropractors . . .2 ” The merchant of 
misinformation from Taylor’s Department said, ““We assume you have not 
been informed of the study ordered by Congress done by the Department of 
Investigation,” (sic), “Health, Education and Welfare in 1968.” He enclosed 
a copy of the study for Mr. Waters, since, as he put it to the newsman, “‘you 
would not wish to mislead your readers.” 

These tactics have produced some very fruitful results as far as the 
Committee is concerned in furthering their mission to eliminate 
chiropractic. 

When the Readers Digest article hit the newsstands, the Committee must 
have been very proud and happy. Dr. H. Thomas Ballantine. Jr., sent off a 
letter to the President of Readers Digest on June 29, 1971. In his letter to 
Mr. Hobard Lewis, the committee member asked the president of the 
publication, “‘Have you read the July issue of the Readers Digest?” That’s 
an odd question to ask the president of Readers Digest, but then again the 
committee members have written some odd things over the years. 

He told the president that he was immensely proud of Readers Digest for 
publishing this article. He stated in his letter that it was written on impulse; 
“(I believe there is a psychiatric term for one who acts on impulse rather 
than thinking things out logically).” He pointed out a very interesting thing 
in this letter, that he was the one who had written Readers Digest, Mr. 
Lewis, about the problem of chiropractic and as he said in his letter to 
Lewis, he was personally glad that he had written and that Lewis had 
responded so vigorously. That, meaning that as a result of Dr. Ballantine’s 
prompting letter, Dear Hobie (as the doctor called him) responded with the 
anti-chiropractic article written by Albert Q. Maisel. It is worthy to note 
that Taylor wrote to Maisel on June 17, 1971, telling him that the article 
was, as Taylor put it, “‘a well done!” 

Unlike Smith, there was no indication that Maisel was in the pay of the 
AMA, or at least it wasn’t written in Taylor’s letter sent to Maisel at his 
home on Gold Mine Road, Roxbury, Connecticut. However, Taylor did see 
to it that Maisel’s article received the same treatment as Smith's, regarding 
its distribution. The same month the article came out, it was noted that the 
AMA had planned on reprinting over 150,000 copies of the article. They 
had already reprinted 100,705 copies as of July 26th and they had 15,800 
on hand then and 50,000 a week later. As of that day, they only had 
requests from 318 people, probably mostly AMA members. This is a clear 
example of their overkill of chiropractic. 

With that type of promotion and distribution, it is certain that Maisel 
would be making many trips to the bank from his castle on Gold Mine 
Road. In this way, he would join the ranks of pro-AMA writers such as 
Ralph Lee Smith and perhaps someday he, too, would retire to the halls of 
some university, taking up studies in an endeavor to follow a political career 
as his colleague did in New York. 
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Another article which received the same wide distribution as the above, 
was The Federation Bulletin article on chiropractic. This bulletin is a 
publication of the Federation of State Medical Boards. Taylor sent it to all 
state medical societies recommending that they, in turn, reprint the 
anti-chiropractic propaganda in their own publication. 

The AMA took key portions of the Canadian Brief on Chiropractic and 
planned its publication in the New Physician. Reprints of that article, it was 
planned, would be obtained and placed in the chiropractic packet. 

There was an anti-chiropractic article published in RN and Taylor 
reported to the Committee at a 1968 meeting that several hundred requests 
were made for this article, many from registered nurses. He stated that in 
answering these requests, several other publications on chiropractic were 
also supplied. There is no doubt that Taylor would never let an opportunity 
pass by to spread the other pieces of propaganda available at the AMA to 
callers who were interested in only one piece. 

Good Housekeeping came out with an article which appeared to have the 
taint of the AMA in it. On June 12, 1968, Roy Keaton sent a memo to 
Taylor telling him about his visit with the Good Housekeeping editors in 
New York the first week of June. He commented that the editors said they 
had received an unusually heavy mail on their article on chiropractors. 
“They said many of the letters were of the same general tone, accusing 
Good Housekeeping magazine of ‘selling out to the American Medical 
Association’.”” Keaton said he thought that Taylor would be interested in 
that comment. He added on the bottom of the memo that he was also glad 
to see that Taylor got 5,000 reprints of this article, for what he called 
Taylor’s own promotional purposes. 

Throughout its history, since its origin, the Committee on Quackery has 
demonstrated little regard for what it disseminates, distributes and publishes 
about chiropractic. Committee members have used other publications, both 
lay and medical, to further their own ends. In doing so, they have employed 
no scruples and have displayed unethical tactics in aligning other groups 
against the chiropractors. With blind reverence and a fanatic frenzy, they 
have gone about their business of destroying chiropractic, employing the 
most diabolical schemes and underhanded tactics in doing so. 

Nowhere in the annuals of medical history will anyone ever read about 
the medical giant’s war plans to destroy and eliminate their competition. 
Their biggest weapon is the power of the printed word, which they have 
tactfully, successfully and most effectively used against the “‘little”’ 
chiropractic in their demented plan to eliminate this profession from the 
healing arts. 

On the seventh day of May, 1971, the AMA held a regional conference 
on health quackery at the Statler-Hilton Hotel in Washington, D.C. At this 
meeting the AMA’s Deputy Executive Vice-President, Dr. Richard S. Wilbur, 
presented a paper entitled, “What the Health-Care Consumer Should Know 
About Chiropractic.” 

This paper was delivered to an audience of medical practitioners, 
health-care workers, legislators and many influential people in government. 
The paper was the most devastating anti-chiropractic speech ever presented 
by a representative of the AMA. Much of this paper has been related in this 
book, so without covering the same ground twice I will present a point by 
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point analysis of just some of the highlights of the doctor’s speech. The 
purpose of doing this is to show to what extent the AMA was involved with 
groups and statements that the doctor presents in his talk as being “outside 
medicine,” some of which have already been covered. 

The disseminator of the AMA’s misinformation stated, “WE (the AMA) 
BELIEVE ALL OF YOU HERE TODAY KNOW WHAT THE MEDICAL 
PROFESSION,” (a generality), “THINKS OF CHIROPRACTIC: THAT 
CHIROPRACTIC IS AN UNSCIENTIFIC CULT,” (he presented no 
“scientific” evidence to back that charge), “WHOSE PRACTITIONERS 
LACK THE NECESSARY EDUCATION AND TRAINING,” (this is right 
out of the AMA’s 1966 policy statement), “TO DIAGNOSE AND TREAT 
HUMAN DISEASES AND ILLNESS,” (osteopaths, orthopaedic surgeons 
and physiatrists all employ the very same manipulative techniques the 
chiropractors use), “AND I ASSUME ALL OF YOU KNOW THAT THIS 
OPINION IS SHARED BY THE REST OF THE NATION’S SCIENTIFIC 
COMMUNITY.” (In addition to being a wrong assumption, even the 
Committee on Quackery is on record as saying in their minutes “that many 
actual maneuvors used by chiropractors are quite similar to those used by 
physicians,” and Dr. Sabatier once said, “There has never been in my mind 
any question regarding the good intentions of chiropractic or 
chiropractors.” So, not all of the “scientific community” shares in the 
doctor’s misrepresented statement.) Dr. Wilbur continued, “WE WANT, 
INSTEAD, TO DISCUSS THE OPINIONS ON CHIROPRACTIC REACHED 
BY THOSE OUTSIDE MEDICINE AND FROM THOSE OUTSIDE THE 
SCIENTIFIC COMMUNITY,” (again, no group “outside” medicine has 
taken a stand against chiropractic without the aide of the merchants of 
misinformation). ‘‘THE DOCUMENTED OPINIONS,” (their 
AMA-instigated and in many cases dictated statements are now called 
documents), ““OF THOSE WHO HAVE TAKEN AN OBJECTIVE LOOK 
AT CHIROPRACTIC,” (they have only looked through the AMA’s 
‘prejudice-tinted glasses,’ this is hardly being objective), “MEDICINE AND 
ALL OTHER BRANCHES OF THE SCIENTIFIC COMMUNITY HAVE 
NEVER WAVERED IN THEIR BELIEF THAT CHIROPRACTIC, LIKE 
ALL METHODS OF DISEASE PREVENTION, HEALTH MAINTENANCE 
AND CARE, SHOULD BE SUBMITTED TO CAREFUL SCRUTINY AND 
OBJECTIVE EVALUATION — THE ACCEPTED SCIENTIFIC PROCESS.” 
(This again is contrary to the actual methods employed by the AMA which 
brought about their conclusions on chiropractic, those methods being — 
infiltrating chiropractic schools, monitoring their meetings, sending spies 
into their ranks and stealing chiropractic materials and so on.) 

The AMA mouthpiece then got into who these groups outside medicine 
were. He started off with the 1966 study by the National Advisory 
Commission on Health Manpower. This was covered to a small degree in 
earlier chapters. 

He then went to the HEW Study of 1967 and said, “THE FINDINGS 
RESULTING FROM THIS INDEPENDENT, UNBIASED STUDY,” (this 
study can hardly be called that, considering the evidence presented in this 
book which is contrary to this statement), “WERE SUBMITTED TO 
CONGRESS IN DECEMBER OF 1968 BY FORMER HEW SECRETARY 
WILBUR J. COHEN.” (Nowhere does the doctor mention the secret 
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meetings that took place between AMA officials and the HEW people, nor 
does he tell about the exchanging of information between Taylor and HEW 
officials before the study was released, not to mention the AMA contacting 
the people on the study panel.) He then goes on to quote parts of the HEW 
Study, which have been quoted in this book. He adds: “THIS 50-PAGE 
REPORT IS THE MOST DEFINITIVE, TOTALLY—DOCUMENTED 
ANALYSIS OF CHIROPRACTIC EVER MADE,” (thanks to the merchants 
of misinformation at the AMA). He said, “CHIROPRACTIC LEADERS 
SCREAMED ‘FOUL’ AFTER THE HEW REPORTED TO CONGRESS THE 
FINDINGS OF ITS,” (and the AMA’s), “STUDY. THE CHIROPRACTORS 
PUT TOGETHER A SO-CALLED ‘WHITE PAPER’ ON THE HEW 
REPORT, CALLING IT ‘FIXED’ AND A LOT OF OTHER THINGS.” 

Based on the evidence put forth in this book, the chiropractors were 
certainly justified in calling the HEW Study “foul” and “fixed” and 
whatever else they called it. The doctor, in presenting his deceitful 
misinformation to his audience, said of the HEW’s reply to the 
chiropractic’s white paper: ‘THE HEW REPLY MAKES PUBLIC FOR THE 
FIRST TIME MANY, MANY MORE FACTS ~— INCLUDING THE FACT, 
FOR EXAMPLE, THAT THE HEW STUDY GROUPS REJECTED AMA’S 
REQUEST TO APPEAR BEFORE THEM.” 

What the doctor neglected to say was that thanks to Taylor and crew at 
the AMA working behind the scenes with individual members of the study 
group and supplying them with misinformation and propaganda on 
chiropractic, it was not necessary to appear before the study group. This 
clever maneuver was planned so it would appear that the HEW reply to the 
chiropractors would have no “taint” of medicine (the AMA). The Doctor 
continued. “ADDED TO THE OVERWHELMING EVIDENCE AGAINST 
CHIROPRACTIC,” (The Committee on Quackery recorded in the minutes 
of one of their meetings that “we do not have this documented proof that 
what they are doing is wrong”), “PRODUCED BY THE FEDERAL 
GOVERNMENT,” (and manufactured by the AMA’s Machiavellian Think 
Tank), “IS STILL A THIRD REPORT.” 

The third report is the HEW “blue ribbon task force to study the 
problems of Medicaid and Related Problems.” This, too, was covered earlier 
to a small degree. “THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT, BY STATUTE, HAS 
AN OFFICIAL GROUP OF ADVISORS ON HEALTH INSURANCE. IT IS 
THE HEALTH INSURANCE BENEFITS ADVISORY COUNCIL 
(COMMONLY KNOWN AS HIBAC) AND WAS ESTABLISHED BY 
CONGRESS IN THE MEDICARE LEGISLATION. HIBAC HAS 
EXPRESSED ITS VIEWS ON CHIROPRACTIC BOTH TO HEW AND TO 
THE CONGRESS.” (“Its Views,” as the doctor calls it, again were dictated 
by the AMA’s merchants of misinformation headed by Taylor.) 

Adding his fuel to the AMA’s fire, the doctor stated that numerous 
health-oriented organizations have spoken out vigorously against 
chiropractic. He then takes the trouble to “single out a few of them’”’: the 
American Hospital Association, the Association of American Medical 
Colleges and the American Public Health Association. Each one of these has 
AMA-taint written all over it. The AHA and the AAMC both have 
representatives on AMA Councils or Committees. As for the APHA, the 
doctor singles out their statement, which was instigated and influenced by 
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the AMA, as being a strong endorsement of excluding chiropractic from 
Medicare. 

He then points out what he calls statements made by three of the 
nation’s largest consumer organizations. “THE AFL-CIO, THE NATION’S 
LARGEST ORGANIZATION AND PERHAPS THE NATION’S MOST 
INFLUENTIAL CONSUMER GROUP.” (second to the AMA perhaps), 
“SUBMITTED TO CONGRESS IN SEPTEMBER, 1970, WHAT THE 
AFL-CIO CALLS ITS FACT SHEET ON CHIROPRACTIC.” That’s what 
they might call it, but it certainly didn’t stem from their own minds, as was 
evidenced in Chapter Five.) The doctor goes on to quote parts of the (AMA) 
AFL-CIO “fact sheet.” He follows with the Consumer Federation of 
America’s anti-chiropractic resolution passed in 1970. This group was also in 
receipt of misinformation furnished by Taylor. 

The topping, of course, was the Senior Citizens News article and their 
anti-chiropractic statements which the doctor read to the audience. He said: 
“IN JANUARY OF 1969, THE NATIONAL COUNCIL OF SENIOR 
CITIZENS PUBLISHED IN ITS OFFICIAL NEWSPAPER, SENIOR 
CITIZENS NEWS, AN EQUALLY DEVASTATING INDICTMENT OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.” This was covered in great detail in Chapter Eight, and at 
this point in the doctor’s speech I will reiterate that the Senior Citizens 
News article was totally controlled by the merchants of misinformation 
almost word for word. So, in lieu of the evidence presented in that chapter, 
the article can hardly be called something from “outside medicine.” 

None of the groups the doctor listed as additional proof by which 
chiropractic was proven wrong, could truthfully say that their statements 
did not have the AMA’s “‘taint.”” The doctor then said, “OTHER GROUPS 
ALSO HAVE SPOKEN OUT IN OPPOSITION TO CHIROPRACTIC. THEY 
INCLUDE THE AMERICAN CANCER SOCIETY, THE AMERICAN 
COLLEGE OF RADIOLOGY, THE AMERICAN ACADEMY OF 
ORTHOPAEDIC SURGEONS, THE HEALTH INSURANCE 
ASSOCIATION OF AMERICA AMONG OTHERS.” (Each of these 
groups’ anti-chiropractic statements has been documented as being 
dictated, instigated, and/or influenced by the AMA. So, these could 
hardly be called statements coming from “outside medicine.) Adding to 
his list of AMA supporters he says: “IN ADDITION, THE STATEMENT 
ON CHIROPRACTIC ADOPTED BY THE AMA IN 1966 HAS BEEN 
ENDORSED BY THE AMA’S INTER-SPECIALTY COMMITTEE 
(REPRESENTING 19 NATIONAL MEDICAL SPECIALTY GROUPS), 
THE AMERICAN ACADEMY OF PEDIATRICS, THE AMERICAN 
ACADEMY OF GENERAL PRACTICE, THE AMERICAN SOCIETY OF 
INTERNAL MEDICINE, THE AMERICAN ACADEMY OF PHYSICAL 
MEDICINE AND REHABILITATION, THE AMERICAN PSYCHIATRIC 
ASSOCIATION, AND OTHERS.” 

Without getting monotonous by going into detail, it is safe to say that 
each of these groups came out with an anti-chiropractic stand only 
because Taylor and crew sent them letters to instigate and encourage 
them to do so. In many cases, each one of these groups took the AMA 
1966 resolution and word for word, made it theirs. 

Another source which the doctor uses as an authority coming from 
outside medicine is Ralph Lee Smith. He even quotes from that piece of 
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AMA propaganda and calls it Smith’s account of his “personal, penetrating 
investigation of chiropractic.” What the doctor fails to tell his unaware 
audience is that Smith was also under the pay of the AMA while he did 
some of his “personal and penetrating investigation,” not to mention the 
other circumstances surrounding the publication and distribution of the 
book. 

The doctor also included in his presentation, to show that “‘everyone 
knows that chiropractic is an unscientific cult,” the three-judge federal 
court decision in 1965 which came out against the chiropractors. Here I will 
remind the reader of the Committee’s memo to the AMA’s Board of 
Trustees of January 4, 1971, which was most revealing when they said, 
“Your Committee and its staff assisted in this case.” That speaks for itself. 

Taking into consideration the aforementioned facts, which obviously 
refute any statements made by Dr. Wilbur in his presentation, we now 
examine his closing statements which, at the least, look rather odd 
considering the evidence presented in this book: WE THINK THE 
MESSAGE FROM ALL THESE FINDINGS BY ALL THOSE WHO HAVE 
TAKEN AN OBJECTIVE LOOK AT WHAT CHIROPRACTIC REALLY IS 
COMES THROUGH LOUDLY AND CLEARLY — THAT THERE IS NO 
SCIENTIFIC VALIDITY TO CHIROPRACTIC. 1 WOULD BE REMISS IF I 
DID NOT POINT OUT, AT THE SAME TIME, THAT WE ARE PLEASED 
THAT THE CONGRESS HAS REFUSED TO BEND TO THE 
UNWARRANTED POLITICAL PRESSURE APPLIED BY 
CHIROPRACTIC FOR INCLUSION UNDER MEDICARE -— 
UNWARRANTED BECAUSE, AS CHIROPRACTIC ALWAYS HAD 
DONE, IT IGNORES THE OVERWHELMING FACTUAL EVIDENCE 
THAT CHIROPRACTIC IS NOT A VALID HEALTH-CARE PROVIDER. 
WE BELIEVE CONGRESS. HOWERVER, MUST FIND A WAY TO CLOSE 
THE LOOP HOLE THROUGH WHICH CHIROPRACTIC HAS SQUEEZED 
INTO SOME STATE TITLE XIX (MEDICAID) PROGRAMS.” 

In his final paragraph he calls for the Congress to tell chiropractic in 
simple language to “put up or shut up” and to stop bothering the lawmakers 
with those demands for inclusion in tax-supported health-care programs. In 
rebuttal to that closing. it is the AMA who should “put up or shut up.” It is 
the AMA who should produce true evidence to show the validity of their 
charges against chiropractic. It is the AMA who the Congress should shut 
up. It is the AMA who subjected all the aforementioned groups tu their 
indoctrination plan and it is the AMA who deceitfully called these 
statements objective when in fact they weren’t. 

According to the AMA’s own definition of a cult, which was presented in 
a speech prepared by the AMA, it means, “a method based on the teaching 
(thoughts) of one man that is adhered to regardless of any scientific 
evidence to the contrary.” That being what it is, then it is the AMA who has 
demonstrated that they are a cult by their own definition of the word. 
Additionally, they have demonstrated a blind reverence and a fanatic 
determination to carry out their prime mission, to eliminate chiropractic. 
This, by the way, is their only stated purpose. 

It is ironic that the above mentioned definition came out of the 
Department of Investigation, run by the chief cultist himself, Doyl Taylor 
and his satanic deceptive disciples. 
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The Committee on Quackery has displayed some odd characteristics over 
the years regarding their attitude and actions toward chiropractic. This can 
be best explained in psychiatric terms. Monomania meaning - insanity in 
which the patient is irrational on one subject only. Considering the stated 
mission of the Committee, they would certainly qualify as being 
monomaniac regarding chiropractic. 

Also, the psychiatric definition of paranoia would apply to the mental 
attitudes of the Committee members. That meaning - mental disorder 
characterized by systematized delusions and the projection of personal 
conflicts, which are attributed to the supposed hostility of others. This is 
evidenced by the committee’s paranoid delusion that chiropractic is their 
enemy - thus, they have been fighting to eliminate that profession from the 
annals of medical history. 

Statements about chiropractic being right in their intentions, and at the 
same time calling them an evil cult, or saying they had “overwhelming 
scientific proof that what the chiropractors were doing is wrong” yet at the 
same time saying “‘we do not have this documented proof that what they 
are doing is wrong,” as well as saying that chiropractic techniques are 
invalid, yet saying “that actual maneuvers used by chiropractors are quite 
similar to those used by physicians,” would all qualify as coming from 
someone who was suffering from schizophrenia. 

The facts in this book have been presented after being subjected to the 
scientific process for drawing conclusions. All the documents and evidence 
quoted have been subjected to careful scrutiny and examination which is 
the adopted scientific course. 

Based on the definition of “science” (scientific), i.e., knowledge dealing 
with a body of facts systematically arranged and presented showing the 
operation of general laws or facts, this book is therefore truly overwhelming 
scientific evidence proving beyond any doubt that it is medicine (AMA) 
who is wrong and the chiropractors who are right. 

This book has served as documentation and in the same way has 
demonstrated scientific validity to the fact that there is a great medical 
conspiracy against the chiropractic profession, to eliminate them from the 
annals of medical history. In so doing, the AMA has therefore also conspired 
against the people of this country, its legislators, the news media, the 
students and the young people, the elderly, the sick, the poor, and even 
their own profession. 
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Documentation 


PRIORITY II 


i] 
& 
4 


Following the inauguration of an educational program to the membership, 
a public information campaign should be initiated. In this connection, 
we propose to; 


d. 


Ce 


PRIORITY III 


Encourage each county medical society to adopt and release to 
the press a statenent of policy on chiropractic, similar to the 
one approved by the state society and patterned after the 
policy statement adopted by the AMA at its Clinical Convention 
dn November 1966. 


Other members of the scientific community and voluntary health 
organizations (such as the state cancer society, heart and 
arthritis associations) should also be encouraged to adopt 
policy statements on this subject, and to inplezent informa- 
tional programs for their members, and the public. 


The state's interprofessional association or health council 
should involve itself in a public education program on the 

subject of quackery, and it should emphasize the subject of 
chiropractic. 


Develop and sponsor, along with other appropriate organizations 
and agencies, a statewide conference on quackery, which would 
be aimed primarily at the practice of chiropractic, The 
invitation list should include legislators, educators, 
representatives of the press, representatives of professional 
Organizations and voluntary health groups, etc. 


The AMA will sponsor its 4th National Congress on Quackery 
en October 2-3, 1968 in Chicago, and it might be timely for 
the proposed stat :,wide conference to immediately precede or 
Zollow the national progran. 


It 4s, of course, obvious that one important way to thwart chiropractic 
ida to reduce the number of chiropractors, In this connection, the 
committee proposes to: 


a. 


Develop appropriate educational programs to discourage student 
interest in careers in chiropractic and to enlist the aid of 
all physicians in this endeavor. Liaison should be established 
with educators and vocational guidance counselors, and these 
individuals should be provided with factual information about 
chiropractic. Attention should be focused on the fact’ that 
ehironractic schools are not accredited by any recognized 
educstional accrediting body in the country. The ANA hos 
cppropriate informational materials which could bs provided 
uy the state medical society to the state's higa schools and 
colleges. 


Mr. Albor@? Q. hinisel 
Gold Mino Rond 


Roxbury, Conucotiout 05783 


Doar hir. Uaisol: 


T havo just vend your picco in tho July issue 
of Reador's Digest. Woll dono! 


Sincoroely yours, 


H, Doy) Taylor 
HDT: 80 
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THE AMERICAN SURGICAL ASSOCIATION 


INDIANA UNIVERSITY MEDICAL CENTER RECEIVED 
INDIANAPOLIS, INDIANA 46207 
HARRIS 6 OHUMACKER, JA., M.D, MAY 19 1967 
SECRETARY 
Departsent of 
17 May 1967 INVESTIGATION 


Mr. H. Doyl Taylor 

Director 

Department of Investigation 
American Medical Association 
535 North Dearborn Street 
Chicago, Dlinoia 60610 


Dear Mr. Taylor: 
I brought the matter called to my attention in your letter of 
April 14, 1967, to the attention of the Council of the American Medical hi 
Association, As a consequence, the American Surgical Asaociation l0 
approved the American Medical Association's policy statement can- 
cerning chiropractic. 
Yours sincerely, 


shows & Movant R. 


Harris B Shumacker, Jr., M.D. 
Secretary 


HBS/dlw 


caz William P. Longmire, Jr... M.D. 


AMERICAN MEDICAL ASSOCIATION 


535 NORTH QEARBORN STREET - CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60610 « PHONE (312) 527-1500 » TWX 910-221-0300 


COMMITTEE ON QUACKERY 


JOSEPH A SABATIER JA, MD, 
New Oreant, Lewiviana 
Charman 

M THOMAS BALLANTINE, JR, MDL 
Boston, biassechutetts August § > 1971 

CLARENCE H DENSER, JA, MD, 
Bes Mores lows 

HEMT PINEBLAG MD, 
New York, New Yorn 

DAW B STEVENS. MDL 
Leangior Kercuchy 

MH DON TAYLOA. LL EL 
Qh caza Lunes 
Secretary 


Carroll V. Dowden 
Executive Editor 
Medical Economics 
Oradoll, New Jersey 07649 


Dear Mr. Dowden: 


Thank you for your letter of July 29 and the abstracted portion of my July 15 


letter to you, commenting on the article entitled "Who on Earth Goes to a 
Chirppractor?” 


I feol obligated to object to this type of abstracting because, in my opinion, 
it totally avoids the major premise of my July 15 letter—that no longer is 

this a medicine vs. chiropractic situation, but that those from outside medicine 
who have taken the time and expended the effort to take an objective look at 


what chiropractic really is have also reached the conclusion that it is a health 
hazard. 


The three examples cited in my letter were a small sampling of these findings 
and ones, to my knowledge, your magazine has not published previously. 


To publish the abstracted version of. my letter, as you have submitted to mo, 


would be the perfect example of falling into chiropractic's trap--portraying the 
giant medicine attacking "little” chiropractic. 


I do not believe it is an unrealistic request for your magazine to print my letter 
in full, when it devoted eleven full pages to chiropractic testimonials. 


Sincerely yours, 


J. A. Sabatier, Jr., M.D. 


2714 Canal Street, Suite 401 
New Orleans, Louisiana 70119 


AMERICAN MEDICAL ASSOCIATION 
535 NORTH DEARBORN STREET ¢ CHICAGO, ILLING:S E6620 © PHONE (3.22) 527-1500 © TWK $20-221-0655 
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Mr. Robert Stoffl 

Chief Delegate 

Illinois Chapter 

Anerican Physical Therapy Association 
St. Mary's Hospital 

1415 Vermont Strect 

Quincy, Illinois 62302 


Dear Nr. Steffi: 


Thank you for your lictter of May 25. It was most heartening to learn that 
through your good work and that of others in the American Physical Therapy Asso- 
ciation the resolution supporting tho American Medical Association's policy on 
chiropractic and the Washington chapter action will bo brought before tho APia 
House of Delegates this year. 


Wo think both proposed actions are excellent. They will have a strony impact. 
Many lawnakers have only a vague idea about chiropractic, and sometimes do not rake 
the effort to inform themselves. The APTA actions, if approved by your fiouse of 
Delegates, will be an important step in emphasizing to the legislators that ciiiro~ 
practors are not “qualified" as health-care providers. 


One suggestion that you might make to the APTA and its component cheopters is 
that they send copies of tho resolutions, with covering letters, to federal aud 
state lawmakers. In Congress, it would be essential that copies be supplicd ww ax 
least members of the U.S. Senate Finance Committee and tho U.S, House Conmitice on 
Ways and Means, if it is not possible to do this to all members of both lowes. 

AS you know, the Senate Finance Committce and the House Ways and Means Connittee 
deal with the Medicare legislation. The chiropractic forces are making @ strong 
effort to be included in Medicare. 


It would bo most helpful if cach state chapter of tho APTA sent copies to all 
state lezislators. Chiropractors have made concerted political efforts in tno 
legislatures. The APTA resolutions would have impact there, I'm sure. It is far 


ir. Robert Steff1 -2= June 1, i973 


better, as you realize, if the copies of the resolutions come from the APTA croups i 
themselves to the legislators. Against anything coming from the A\iA or tho state [— 
medical societies, the chiropractors immediately cry out "bias." Unfortunately, 

she legislators often do not take the’tine and effort to discover that a question 

of proicction of the public health is involved, not one of competition between 

two groups, as the chiropractic groups would have tho lawmakers believe. 


Sincerely yours, 


William J. Monaghan 


Medical Hconomics 


ORADELL, NEW JEASEY 07648 ¢ 201. 962-2030 


June 22, 1971 


Joseph A. Sabatier Jr., M.D, 
119 S. Claiborne 
New Orleans, La. 70112 


Dear Dr. Sabatier: 


You recently comsented on a rough craft of an article for 
MEDICAL ECONOMICS, and we find your remarks so interesting 
that we'd like to bring them to the attention of our read- 
ers once the article is published. 


May we have your consent to use the enclosee version in our 
column of letters to the editor? If so, please siga below 
and return this letter in the enclosed envelope. We'd ap- 
prociate hearing from you at your earliest convenience. 


Thanks ogain for your time and your interess in MEDICAL 
ECONOMICS. 


Cordially, 


— bv. fs... Z. 


Carroil V. Dowden 
Executive Editor 


CVD: vac 


Enc: letter’ 
re 


Your signature 


sIARVAXY MEDICAL SCFIOOL MASSACHUSETTS GEN#RAL HOsvs'AL 
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t 
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es ~ {i oy, ae Massachusetts Genera} Elospital 
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Tel. (617) 726-2930 


Hi. THOMAS BALLANTINE, JA, 3D. 
Neurolozical Surgery 


June 29, 1971 


Mr. Hobart Lewic, President 
The Resder's Dicene 


Pleasonevillie, New Yoris 10570 


Decr Hobia, 


Have you read the July icsue of “he Reacer's Dicest? 
Yhe article Sy Maisel entitled, "Should Chirnoractors Be Peid 
With Your Tsx: Dollass?," fe absolutely survevlb! In a factual 
low key fashion he preseuta the fundascutal issues: first, 
that there is no scicntific valicity to chivoaractic theory 
aad treatncat which in itsel£ wanes the cult a menace to Lhe 
nation’s hezlth; and sccond, that supporting such a cult 
through tax dollars would inevitably divere those dollars 
from core vital govarmecntal progress in the health care field. 


I ess <misensely prouc of The Readar's Digzse for publishing 
this erticle, ond I chall be cost interested in the reectlon 
of the chivoprzctors: About six years az0 I publicly called 
ehiropreetic a fore of qucckery end os still hearing tac 
repercussions from that rozcsz. I an else personally slad 
that, on dvouise, I wrote you shout this problem asad that you 
responced co vigorously. 


You h2ve done a great public service to this nation in 
this regcre sn you have in so many others 


wave 


dluays yours, 


U. Thomes Salloatine, Jr.. M. D. 
ATesned 


ccs Mr. Doyl Taylor 
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“Igp9° ® WALSH McDERMOIT, M.D. 


Editor, American Review of 
Raspiratary Disease 


AMERICAN THORACIC SOCIETY Divetior ef Modiel Eduction 


THE MEDICAL SECTION OF THE NATIONAL TUBERCULOSIS ASSOCIATION PRANK W. V/EGSTER 


ti f 
domes E. Perkins, M.0. Managing Director fzacutive Secretary 


RECEIVED 


MAY 15 {967 


May 11, 1967 Departsos$ of 
INVESTIGATION 


H. Doyl Taylor, LL.B., Director 
American Medical Association 
535 North Dearborn Strect 
Chicago, Illinois 60610 


Dear Mr. Taylor: 


In reply to your letter of April 26th addressed to Dr. James E. 
Perkins, Managing Director, National Tuberculosis Association, 

we arc pleased to enclose a cory of the motion which was passed 

by the American Thoracic Society Executive Committee at its mect- 
ing in March 1967 endorsing the AMA policy statement on chiropractic. 


The minutes of this meeting have been circulated to the 62 members 
of the ATS Council, the executive directors of constituent associa- 
tions, ATS cormittce chairmen, and the Council of the National 
Conference of Tuberculosis Workers. 

Sincerely yours, 


jte Prank W. Webster 
encl lxecutive Secretary: 


amen F.° Parkins, M.D. 
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AMERICAN THORACIC SOCIETY 


Minctes of Executive Cornittee Meeting 
Skyline Motel — Washinton, D. C. 
March 16-17, 1967 


The AMA recently adopted an official policy statement on chiropractic and requested 
the NTA and ATS to consider endorsement of similar action. 


ON MOTION, THE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE RECOMMENDED ENDORSEMENT OF THE AMA OFFICIAL 
POLICY STATEMENT ON CHIROPRACTIC, ADOPTED BY THE HOUSE OF DELEGATES, NOVENBER 
1966. 


“It is the position of the medical profession that chiropractic is an unscicn- 
tific cult whose practitioners lack the necessary training and background to 
diagnose and treat human disease. Chiropractic constitutes a hazard to retional 
health care in the United States because of the substandard and unscientific 
education of its practitioners and their rigid adherence to an irrational, un- 
scientific approach to disease causation. 


In 1955, a United States District Court, in upholding a state's constitutional 
right to refuse to license chiropractors, said that ‘since chiropractic clains 
to be 2 complete and independent healing art capable of curing almost e211 
kinds of diseasc, the state Legislsture may have felt that the requirenent of 
a foundation in materia medica and surgery...would be a protection to che pub- 
lic.' Without dissent, the United States Supreme Court affirmed the decision. 


The wisdom of these decisions by the nation's highest courts justifies the 
medical profession's educational program of alerting the nation to the public 
health threat posed by the cult of chiropractic. 


Patients should entrust their health care only to those who have a Sroad 
scientific knowledge of diseases ard ailments of all kinds, and who are ca- 
pable of diagnosing and treating them with ail the resources of ucdern medi- 
cine. The delay of proper medical care caused by chiropractors and their 
vpposition to the many scientific advances in modern medicine, such as life- 
naving vaccines, often ends vith tragic results." 


Che Aracrican Broucho-Esophagological Assaciatios 


VICE-PALEDENT PRESIDENT escecrany 
ARTHUR M. OLSEN, M.0. FRANCIS £. LEJEUNE, M.0, JOHN RM. AUSEARD, MD. 
MAY Cusic 1914 JEFFERSON MiGKHwaT BQwuan Geav “O04 Cs MEVICHE 
MGCHESTER, Mink. s2901 MEW GALEAAS, LA. 78121 WinstOremarc™, &. € 2?.aa 
wacasuaca 
RICHARD W. HANCKEL, M.0. conde 
as poucHTY sractrY CHARLES F FENCLCCH, 1S 
CHARLESTON, BG. C. 39402 Wee Cm LOF5N BS VESsan canted 


2QC LONEV.995 Asses 
QGntOn, HALES. GIS 


COUNEIL 
DAMIEL C. BACAR, JR., M.D. 
BLAIR FEARON. 4.0. vane 15, age! 
JOHN F. TOLAN, M.D. 
ARTHUR J. CRACOVANER, M.D. 


Mr. H. Doyl Taylor 


r3J PY 
Department of Investigation RECEI VspD 
Amcrican Medical Association 
$35 North Dearborn Street JU 20 1967 
Chicago, Illinois 60610 ad 
De ee, 
Dear Nr. Taylor: Invest Genres 


By your letter of April 14, 1967, you ask that I present to the 
American Broncho-Esophagological Association the statenent of policy 
on chiropractic, as adopted by the érerican Medical Asscciation House 
of Delegates in November of 1966. Please be advised that the Council 
of the American Broncho-Esophagologicai Association, at its recent 
meeting in Montreal, received this report and voted cur approval and 
acceptance of this statement of policy. You nay use this letter as 
authorization to include the name of the American 3roncho-Esophagoiogical 
Association, as a medical specialty group which supports this policy. 


yr. sincerely at 

4 

Vai & “ek 
phlite K. Ylrataee_ 
VYJohn R. Ausband, M. D. 

JRA/Ir 


RECEIVED 


JUN 13 (967 
MEMORANDUM Vestine 
TO: Doyl Taylor 
FROM: Roy Keaton 
DATE: June 12, 1967 


Last week while in New York City visiting with the editors 
of Good Housekeeping, they informed me that they got an unusual- 
ly hecvy mail on their article on Chiropractics. They said meny 
of the letters were of the same general tone, accusing Good 


Housekeeping magazine of "selling out to the American Medical 
Association", 


They said they also got some letters complimenting them on 
the way they handled the story. Bob Liles said that two or 
three chiropractics' wives wrote and complimented them on their 
efforts to try to be fair. 


I thought you might be interested in this comment. 


Keaton 


RRK/eek aaa “ae 
cc: Jim Reed 
Robert Riley 


P.S. I am glad you got the 5000 reprints of this for your own 
promotional purposes. 
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10; Ernest B. Roward, +1.D, 
Executive Vice Fuesideut 


FRO: H. Hoy] Yaylor, Director 
Departneut of Investigation 


DATE: December 30, 1959 


As you suggested, I have prepared the attached drafts of lattcrs to the 
Anerican Hospital Association and the Association of American ciedical Colleges sus- 
gesting letters fron then to the House Ways and scans Conmittce, 


J thought it might be helpful if Doctor Cooper had s copy of the ELG 
report en chiropractic ant the Senior Citizens News reprint. You nay elso want to 
send to Doctor Crosby another cop; ef the HEY report. This also is attecixd. I 
did not indicate it in the letter since the AHA previousiy had written a lictter to 
NEW supporting its chiropractic finding. 


Enclosures 
ce: Richawl S&S. Wilbur, U.D. 


Epilogue 
CALL TO ARMS 


EPILOGUE 
CALL TO ARMS 


On Wednesday, July 14, 1971, the United Press International wire service 
dispatched a story datelined Washington, D.C., quoting United States 
Senator Edward M. Kennedy. It read: 

“WASHINGTON — Sen. Edward M. Kennedy, D-Mass., accused the 
American Medical Association today of obstructing almost every major 
step to improve health care for Americans while degenerating into a 
‘Propaganda organ for purveying medical politics.’ 

Kennedy made a blistering attack on the AMA and its policies 
toward affordable health care as he resumed hearings by his Senate 
subcommittee on Administrative practices, which is studying activities 
of Presidential and national commissions, 

Kennedy said the new round of hearings would focus on the work of 
commissions in the health-care field, which he said ‘remains one of the 
major unmet challenges in America today.’ He said that based on 
findings by health care commissions and their recommendations ‘no 
amount of historical gymnastics can hide the public record of AMA 
opposition to virtually every major health reform in the past 50 years.’ 

Kennedy, sponsor of a broad plan for national health insurance, said 
in a statement that most Americans still cannot obtain adequate health 
care and become impoverished from the cost of any major illness. 

‘The organization of our health services is still in shambles. Why? 
Because AMA and its friends in the Health Insurance industry have 
stood in the way of every major step towards an efficient effective 
affordable health care system for the American people. 

Instead of the scientific and public professional organization it was 
founded as, the AMA has turned into a propaganda organ purveying 
‘Medical politics’ for deceiving the congress, the people and the doctors 
of America themselves.” END... 

This author is in agreement with the Senator’s statement in its entirety 
and then some. As far as the economics of the AMA go, even their own 
members speak out against them. 

The San Francisco Examiner and Chronicle on July 13, 1969, reported 
Dr. John H. Knowles, director of the Massachusetts General Hospital as 
saying, ‘“‘Any practical, reasonable man would agree that the costs of 
medical care are prohibitive today for 99 percent of the American People.” 

Dr. Jack Geigerm, professor of preventive medicine at the Tufts 
University School of Medicine, Boston, said in 1968, “The health of the 
poor in the United States is a national disaster. The poor are likelier to be 
sick, the sick are likelier to be poor. Without intervention the poor get 
sicker and sick get poorer.” 

While all of this is going on, the doctors get richer. The money-motivated 
AMA has taken steps outlined in this book to insure that their members will 
get an increase in their average wage, which is now over $30,000 per year, 
once they have eliminated chiropractic. 

On one hand they claim they are interested in the quality of health-care 
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services of the public and on the other they are taking away some of those 
services. This is a blatant betrayal of the public’s trust, to further their own 
vested interest. They have, as Senator Kennedy so aptly put is, “put the 
wealth of doctors ahead of the health of the people.” 

The facts presented in this book would require a strain on the process of 
human logic to interpret the AMA’s record as being anything other than a 
betrayal of trust, not only to the public, but also to the legislators who the 
AMA’s merchants of misinformation have duped into following their 
propaganda line on chiropractic. 

Through the flagrant misuse of their position and influence they have all 
but eliminated chiropractic from federal and state health-care service 
programs. They have engaged in spreading mistruths, misrepresented data, 
misinformation, character assasination, attempting to rig a government 
study, deception in Congress, misuse of appointed political positions, 
unwarranted meddling in labor-business negotiations, and every form of 
political, propagandistic chicanery of which an organization could ever be 
accused, yet they continue today without censure or restriction. 

The AMA’s acitivites (which they have hidden from public view) border 
on, if not entirely, being illegal. They have demonstrated questionable 
misuse of the tax-exempt code under which they operate, by conducting 
behind the scenes talks, parlays and negotiations with government officials 
which can only be interpreted as illegal lobbying activities. 

By bringing the facts presented in this book to the attention of the 
legislators on Capitol Hill and in the legislative chambers in State capitols, 
there is hope that something will be done. Only by a Congressional 
investigation into the AMA’s activities, as presented here, can justice be 
truly done to the people. 

It has been the intention of the author to present the truth and have that 
truth documented. This has been done. The whole purpose, therefore, is to 
undo what the merchants of misinformation have done in their eight-year 
existence. More specifically, to alert the legislators in Washington, D.C., and 
in State Capitals of the wrong doing that the AMA’s Department of 
Investigation has been, and is still, doing. 

Headed by Doyl Taylor and his assistant William Monaghan, the AMA 
has lost its true purpose. These two men, along with their department, have 
subverted the professional organization of medicine and have succeeded in 
turning it into a medico-intelligence complex. Instead of being the 
progressive, humanitarian organization it was founded to be, these men 
through their secret activities have made the AMA into a Gestapo-type 
information collection agency. 

This must stop. It is the obligation of the Congress of the United States 
to put a hold on this irrational and questionable activity. To throttle these 
activities is not enough; they have to be halted. I therefore call upon the 
Congress, both houses, to investigate the activities of the Department of 
Investigation at the AMA. To subpoena the files of the Department of 
Investigation and make them public is the only way to clear the air that 
they have polluted. 

I call upon the Congress to be aware of the fact that they will experience 
the power, force, pressure and underhanded political maneuvers of the 
Department of Investigation in their attempts to stop such an investigation. 
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I call upon the Congress to make public the misdeeds that have been 
done to both government and private organizations as a result of the 
misinformation that has been disseminated by Taylor and his crew at the 
AMA. 

I call upon the Internal Revenue Service to conduct another field 
examination into the activities of the AMA. Based on the scientific evidence 
presented here the IRS is obligated, in the public interest, to investigate any 
illegal lobbying activities that have been going on. If there are any violations 
of the IRS Codes under which the AMA operates, then the IRS is obligated 
to revoke such privileges and enforce any penalties as they apply, whether 
through the courts or administrative procedures — this must be done. 

I call upon the members of the AMA, the AMA House of Delegates, and 
its Board of Trustees and officers to save themselves much _ public 
embarassment that will arise from the Congressional and Senatorial 
investigations, to vote out of existence the Department of Investigation 
headed by H. Doyl Taylor. Unless this is done, the AMA will lose the 
prestige it has accrued over the years as being a professional organization 
which was founded in the public interest. 

“Physician, heal thyself,” or as Doctor Wesley Hall said in the Chicago 
Tribune on December 13, 1971, “I believe our house of medicine is sorely 
in need of some major repairs.” If the AMA is truly concerned about the 
public’s interest, then they are obliged and it is their duty to disband the 
Department of Investigation. For those who defend this department and 
their activities, they, too, will be subjected to much public ridicule and by 
so doing they will lose their self integrity. For as the record shows, the 
Department of Investigation, Doyl Taylor and company, are now in the 
position of proving that what this book has pointed out is not true, and this 
they cannot do — because it is true. 

To prove that they have not carried on these secret activities over the 
years, would mean making their files public; this they will not do 
voluntarily. The Congress of the United States will see that this is done, for 
this is their duty. 

The news media, press, radio and television are also obligated to make 
known to the public the true facts behind the Department of Investigation’s 
activities. This they will do, because they, too, now know the truth. 

I am obligated to inform the reader that what has been written in this 
book is all documented and therefore the truth has been presented to you 
with the hope that you will also become aware of the lies that have been 
spread and most important why they have been spread. 

I call upon you, the public, to write your Congressman and Senators and 
bring to their attention your feelings about what has been exposed to you in 
this book. I call upon you to tell your friends, associates, and your doctor 
about what you now know. The truth does not hurt, it makes people more 
aware of lies. The only ones who ever get “‘hurt”’ by the truth are the guilty. 

As for the AMA and the medical profession, they are not the guilty ones. 
They do deserve much praise, they are helping people. The medical 
profession is working for the public’s interest. They have made 
breakthroughs in medicine in this country that have been unequaled 
anywhere in the world. New vaccines, inroads into the cause of disease, 
laboratory discoveries which benefit all mankind such as polio vaccine, and 
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everyday they are producing new inroads in the field of preventive 
medicine, such as cancer treatments. 

It is not the entire medical profession, or any other such generality like 
the AMA, it is specifically those who have participated in the unethical, 
underhanded, secret and sometimes illegal activities who have been exposed 
— by name, date, place, and event — in this book, who are the wrong-doers. 

As for Taylor and his Machiavellian Think Tank, they will be the ones 
who the Congress, IRS, press, radio, television, and the public will be 
looking at, not the whole medical profession, although if the AMA does not 
do something about this, then they too will be on display along with their 
Department of Investigation. 

They need not worry about the future of Taylor and his crew, as there 
are plenty of jobs waiting for them in their specialty field. They could get a 
job with the NKVD, CIA or FBI; but after taking a second look at that 
possibility it is highly unlikely. Taylor and his crew have now demonstrated 
failure at their trade, so it is unlikely that any professional spy agency 
would want them in their ranks. Perhaps Taylor and Monaghan could set up 
a private investigating business, it would give them good experience for 
taking pictures in divorce cases and the like. 

At any rate, the time to act is now. The only way for medicine to right 
the wrongs that they have done to the public, legislators, the elderly, poor, 
the student and youth, the labor movement, and even their own profession 
is to take action against the Department of Investigation, to abolish it, clean 
house and get back to the job of serving the health-care of the public and 
this nation. 

This book is going to be widely distributed to the thousands of people 
who have been duped by the Department of Investigation and the 
merchants of misinformation. In order to truly do a public service it is 
necessary to backtrack the “footsteps” that the Think Tank has imbedded 
on the road to better health and smooth out the pock marks they have 
made there. 

To properly do this would require that all people who have been exposed 
to the mistruths, misrepresented data, and misinformation given them by 
Taylor and crew, know the truth. 

The distribution of this book can undo the harm that has been inflicted 
on the public as a result of the Department of Investigation’s activities. 
Therefore, every group who has been mentioned in this book will receive a 
copy of it. That includes all groups who the Merchants refer to as being 
“outside medicine,” all legislators — especially the members of the Senate 
Finance Committee, the House Ways and Means Committee and the Senate 
‘Subcommittee on Health — regardless of political philosophy. This is not a 
political issue but a humanitarian one. 

By way of distribution of this book, the Senior Citizens of the United 
States will become aware of the truth, the members of the AFL-CIO Union 
will be informed along with their leaders that they have been victims of a 
planned intelligence activity that the Department of Investigation has been 
carrying on behind their backs. They will become aware that they have been 
used to further the goals of Taylor’s department. 

The officials of the Food and Drug Administration and the Department 
of Health, Education and Welfare will also become aware that they too have 
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been used. The US Office of Education, and the National Educational 
Association will take a fresh look at the propaganda they have received from 
Taylor’s merchants of misinformation. Perhaps the US Public Health 
Service, US Health Insurance Council, the Health Insurance Association of 
America and the Blue Shield officials will weigh the facts presented here and 
formulate new opinions, based on the truth and not manufactured lies. 

Perhaps the International Union of Electricians in Ohio and General 
Motors will reevaluate their contracts; if not, then at least the members of 
that union know why they had chiropractic health-care services taken out of 
their contracts. 

It is hoped that state legislators take a fresh look at the licensure 
restrictions in the state where these services have been excluded by state 
law. 

The US Department of Labor, and other groups who have been subjected 
to the propaganda machine of the Department of Investigation will take a 
new look at the reasons why the chiropractors were excluded from health 
career opportunities. The high school guidance counselors associations in 
this country can now reevaluate their past decisions on whether to include 
chiropractic as a career for the youth of this nation. 

And lastly, every member of the AMA medical profession should ask 
himself to take a good look at what he has been supporting and look at the 
stated purpose of the AMA, which applies to the public interest, and decide 
whether he wants to continue to support his association’s Department of 
Investigation and their highly questionable activities. I call upon each and 
every member of the AMA to stress upon their delegates in the AMA House 
of Delegates to form a resolution and get it passed, which would disband the 
Department of Investigation, and at the same time insure that no such 
activities are carried on under some other department, committee or council 
at the AMA. 

In the true sense of justice, I ask each of these professionals to take a 
good look at what has been presented here and examine his intentions 
concerning ethical conduct and demand that the Department of 
Investigation be eliminated. The survival of the AMA depends on what its 
members decide is good for it, and to clean house and rid itself of those who 
have given it a black eye, is the right thing to do. 

This has been presented in the public interest. 
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“Since the AMA Board of Trustees’ decision, at its meeting 
on November 2-3, 1963, to establish a Committee on 
Quackery, your Committee has considered its prime 
mission to be, first, the containment of chiropractic and, 
ultimately, the elimination of chiropractic.” 


So begins a memorandum from the American Medical. 
Association’s powerful Committee on Quackery. Sent to 
the American Medical Associations’s Board of Trustees on 
January 4, 1971, the memorandum warns: 


“The Committee has not previously submitted sucha 
report because it believes that to make public some of its —— 
activities would have been and continues to be unwise. 
Thus, this report is intended only for the information of 
the Board of Trustees.’ 


’ 


The purpose of this book is exactly to make known the 
underhanded activities of the AMA’s Committee _ on 
Quackery since its beginning. 


Aligned with another powerful group, the AMA’s secret spy 
network, otherwise known as the Department of 
Investigation, the AMA’s Committee on Quackery has used 
every devious and cunning method available to bury the 
Chiropractic Profession on the National, State and local 
levels throughout the United States. 


This book, completely documented, clearly outlines and 
details the ‘“‘big lie’’ techniques, illegal lobbying activities 
and ‘‘Gestapo-like’’ pressure tactics employed by the 
American Medical Association’s Committee on Quackery 
and Department of Investigation in their war on 
Chiropractic since 1964. 


In addition, the AMA’s Department of Investigation has 
collected data on all groups it has labeled ‘‘quack,” from 
health food stores to religions. ‘‘Big Brother” has tak 
a new look. There is a way to stop him. Read this-bo 


‘> 
. 


